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PREFACE 

The nucleus of this Catalogue is a collection formed by the 
author in the United Provinces of Agra and Oudh between 
the years 1894 and 1924. It seemed fitting that the coins 
should find a permanent home in Dehli, of whose Sultans they 
are a numismatic record. An offer was accordingly made and 
accepted. The gold and silver coins (58 N —228 At) were acquired 
by the Director-General of Archaeology in India for the Dehll 
Museum. The billon and copper coins (over 1,200) were presented 
on the understanding that the collection should be preserved 
intact, and a printed catalogue of it published on the lines of 
the coin catalogues issued by the principal museums in India. 
This I undertook to prepare. 

It subsequently seemed desirable to take the opportunity to 
extend the scope of the Catalogue and make it a ‘ corpus ’ of 
the coins of the Sultans of Dehll. Sixty-five years have elapsed 
since the publication in 1871 of The Chronicles of the Pathan 
kings of Dehll by that distinguished scholar and pioneer of Indian 
numismatics Edward Thomas of the Bengal Civil Service. 
Though Thomas had, in 1847, written a small volume On the 
Coins of the Patan Sultans of Hindustan , followed by a supple¬ 
mentary contribution in 1852, the publication of The Chronicles 
has always been regarded as the starting-point for the study of 
the coins of the Sultans of Dehll. It describes some 820 coins 
of those Sultans. 1 The British Museum in 1884 possessed G42 
coins of that series. 2 The Catalogue of the Indian Museum 
urn Asiatic Society of Bengal Collection, published in 1907, 
recoided 899 coins, and in 1925 the Lucknow Provincial Museum 
issued a catalogue describing 1,045 coins of the Sultans. In the 
pie, ent volume, over and above the author’s collection of 1,483 
coins, more than 500 other types and varieties have been 

2 Ca/rZ^* 11 * contemporary coinage in other parts of India, 
lishecl \i 18S4 Ul ^ av ^ ns the British Museum, ‘The Sulfcans of Dehll’, pub- 
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It will thus be seen that the material fo^ _ 

'Study of this series has increased very considerably since 1871. 
But this material has never been collated, with the result that 
the student has had to search for information through various 
catalogues, journals of Societies, and other stray publications, 
not always readily available. The time was therefore ripe for 
a comprehensive catalogue or corpus of the series. My sugges¬ 
tion to that effect was approved, and the present volume is the 
result. The publication was unavoidably postponed for two and 
a half years in 1931. 

Endeavour has been made to incorporate in it not only all 
the recorded coins of the Sultans of Delill, but also unpublished 
coins in private collections to which it was possible to get 
access. But the author does not presume to think that any 
approach to completion or finality has been reached. There 
are many apparent gaps, and these will doubtless be filled in 
the course of time, while, as in all branches of numismatics, 
new and unexpected varieties and types will continue to come 
to light. The very prevalent habit of burying treasure and 
the reverence for and disinclination to melt down old coins 
shown by Indians are a continuous source of fresh discoveries. 

In order that this volume may also be a catalogue of the 
nucleus collection, as primarily intended, the serial numbers 
1 to 1483 are applied solely to that collection, and these are 
further indicated by the heavier type used under 4 dates observed’. 
Coins of types and varieties not represented in the nucleus 
collection are recorded in their appropriate places under sub¬ 
sidiary numbers 1 a, 1b, 1 c, &c. 

In the arrangement, coins of the Dehll mint have generally 
been given precedence over those of other mints, since, till we 
come to the Suns, there were but few mint towns outside the 
capital. Otherwise, the order suggested by the Persian alphabet 
has been followed. But in the reign of Muhammad lughluq 
it has been thought preferable to follow precedent and classify 
the coins under types, arranged, so far as possible, chronologi¬ 
cally rather than under mints. 

The side of the coin on which either the jl alima (e.g. no. 1), 
>r a quotation from the Qur’an (e.g. no. 574), or the name of 
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(e.g. no. 161) appears, or on which the inscription 
uy begins (e.g. no. 599) has been treated as the ‘ obverse \ 
Otherwise the 1 obverse 5 is the side occupied by the name of 
the Sultan by whom the coin was issued. 

The system of transliteration used in volume II of the Indian 
Museum Catalogue (1907) has been followed, but the rendering 
of certain proper names in that volume has been altered to 
conform with the more accurate renderings in the Cambridge 
History of India , vol. Ill—e.g. Yalduz becomes Yildiz; Altamsh 
becomes Iltutmish, and so on. I am, however, unable to follow 
the Cambridge History in giving tangah as the designation of 
the principal coin in the Dehll series—the tank-all . Tangah is 
Mongol and represented 4 a small silver coin which formed the 
main currency of the Mongol world from the end of the four¬ 
teenth, to the beginning of the sixteenth, century V weighing 
from 20 to 35 grains. Tankah is Indian from the Sanskrit 
tanka = ‘a weight of silver 5 . We find the word z* (tankam) 
used as the Sanskrit transliteration of dirliam in the inscription 
on Mahmud of GhaznilTs silver coin struck at Mahmudpur 
(Lahor) in a.h. 418 (a.d. 1027).* I have also preferred Ghaznih 
to Ghazni in view of the rendering of that name on the coins 
themselves. 

No attempt has been made to deal with the history of the 
Sultans except in so far as it has some direct bearing on 
the coinage. The recent publication of vol. Ill of the Cambridge 
History of India , which covers the period from Muhammad bin 
Sam to the end of the Lodi dynasty, has rendered this super¬ 
fluous. Sher Shah Sur has had his own biographer. 3 

My objective has been rather to examine and elucidate, as 
ar as I am a ble, the metrology of the Dehli series, and to 
evolve some sort of order out of the chaos caused by the exten- 
sive use of alloy in the coinage. This metrology is largely the 
S °rif °* ^ le tan kah and the jital 

in w" l U * 10( ^ Uc ^ on by Iltutmish of the silver coin of 96 ratis 
111 WGlg lt ' which was known as a tankah ; 4 its first debasement 

3 Sherth^l* 1 °r 7 ^ Fa8C - 2 Thomas’s Chronicles , pp. 47, 48 

4 f he f ah b y Pr °f Fulikaranjan Qanungo, Calcutta, 1921. ** ’ 

ancient Indian tankah weighed 4 mdshas , then equal to 8 ratis of silver. 


misty,. 



PREFACE 


Qt 


j Muhammad Tughluq; its gradual further decline there! 
till under Sikandar Lodi it contained but a few grains of silver ; 
its supersession by the rupiya (rupee); 1 and its final relegation 
to the ranks of the copper currency by Akbar:— 

The arrival of the jitai 2 in the seventh century of the Hijra 
era as a billon forty-eighth part of the silver tankah, equivalent 
to some 288 grains of copper; its subsequent fall in value along 
with the tankah, followed by its disappearance as a coin; and 


its retention under Akbar as an account value representing 
> 5 th of his copper dam or ^ l 0 -oth of his rupee :— 

These and cognate subjects are discussed in the notes which 
follow each dynasty in the body of the Catalogue. The series 
markedly exemplifies the familiar principle, known as Gresham’s 
Law, that bad money has a tendency to drive the good out of 
circulation. From the time when Muhammad Tughluq debased 
the tankah there was, to judge by recorded coins, a progressive 
shrinkage in the silver issues till Sher Shall undertook the re¬ 
form of the currency. This shrinkage was doubtless accentuated 
by the poverty of the imperial treasury in the ninth century 


(Hijra). 

The numerous coins that lapse of time and private zeal have 
brought to light in the past sixty-five years have made it 
necessary to revise rather drastically many of the theories 
which Thomas advanced and which have been followed in 
subsequent publications without criticism, but which with oui 
present knowledge and material cannot be supported. Thomas 
was inclined to view the metrological problems of Dehll through 
post-Vedic spectacles, 3 and to make insufficient allowance for 
the individuality and initiative of the foreign invader. There 


The gold coin of 96 ratis, also called a tankah, did not appear till some years after 
the silver coin of Iltutmish (in the reign of Mas ud Shah), if we except a solitary 
medallic issue of Muhammad bin Sara (no. 3 a). When the name tankah had lost 
its prestige through the debasement of the silver coin, the gold tankah became known 
as an afthrafl— a name that recalls the English ‘ noble\ 

1 This name meaning ‘of beautiful form’, ‘wrought silver’, emphasizes the 
change from the alloyed or ‘black’ tankah. Silver coins were known as ‘rupya 
rupa ’ as early as the fourth century A.D. (Kautilya’s Arlha&astra). 

2 The name was possibly taken from a small copper coin current on the North- 
West frontier (see Appendix A). The jitai seems to have ^een the successor of the 
DehUwala but a coin of less value though of the same weight. 

3 »See also Appendix A, especially pp. 393, 395. 
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tie doubt that the currency scheme which Iltutmish 


Vll 


—though it found a place, as a definite subdivision 
of the tankah , for the indigenous billon pieces of 'piirdna weight 
(32 rails) —was mainly independent, at any rate in the silver 
issues, of any earlier monetary system. 1 Thomas’s dictum of 
4 an all-pervading’ quaternary scale with its ‘inevitable 4’s, 
16’s, 82’s, and 64’s 5 2 must be definitely modified, for the coins 
show that in the new scale 4s and 3’s were impartially repre¬ 
sented in the subdivision of a tankali of 96 rails (48 jitals). 

In June, 1925, a paper entitled 1 Some observations on the 
metrology of the early Sultans of Dehll ’ by Mr. H. R. Nevill, 
I.C.S., and myself appeared in the thirty-eighth Numismatic 
Supplement of the Journal of the Asiatic Society of Bengal, and 
by the courtesy of the Society I am enabled to reproduce the 
article (no. 248) in this volume (Appendix A). Subsequent 
investigation has tended to confirm the major points of the 
arguments there set out. In the present volume the metrological 
examination has been extended to the later Sultans. 

A characteristic feature ol the pre-Surl coinage of this series 
is the extensive use of billon —an alloy of silver and bronze. 
The employment of mixed metal in the currency was traditional 
in India, and my attention has been drawn to a passage in 
Kautilya’s Arthasdstra of the fourth century a.d. in which the 
use of alloy in silver coins is definitely required. 3 When 
the Muhammadan conquerors came to India they found a local 
coinage consisting, apart from the gold issues, almost entirely 
of mixed metal pieces, and the practice was incorporated by 
them in their own currency, notably in the time of the Tughluqs. 
It was extended by successive Sultans. This custom—in the 
absence of any but rather meagre information from contemporary 
xecords presents great difficulties in the determination of 


values. It is this determination that is here attempted. 
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The printing has been done by the University Press, Oxford, 
accustomed skill and care, of which the author wishes to ex A 
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ADDENDA AND CORRIGENDA 

Page 33, Cat. No. 134. Some coins (R. B.) have m.m. 3 or m.m. 96 after 
tj*** on the reverse. See pp. 413 and 420. 

Page 60, Cat. No. 248. M.ms. 3 and 96 occur on the obverse of some 
specimens (R. B.). 

f Page 62, Cat. No. 255, 255 a. In the April number 1935 of Islamic 
Culture (Hyderabad, Deccan) is a valuable paper by Professor E. E. Speight 
of the Osmania University on ‘The Coins of the Bahmani Kingdom of the 
Deccan . Nos. 31 and 33 of the Catalogue are shown as 

Ghiyasu-d-din Tughluq 
Obv. Rev. 

These are very similar in execution and weight to Nos. 255 and 255 a of this 
Catalogue, which have hitherto been regarded as coins of Ghiyasu-d-din 
Balban. There can be no question that Prof. Speight’s coins are properly 
assigned, as Deogir was not in the possession of the Dehli Sultans in the 
reign of Balban. 1 It is therefore highly probable that Nos. 255 and 255 a of 
this Catalogue should also be assigned to Tughluq and not to Balban. The 
mint Sulfcanptlr would then be Warangal, captured by Ulugh Khan (Muham¬ 
mad bin Tughluq) in a.d. 1323=a.h. 723, and renamed SultanpQiv Fakhrabad 
must also presumably be looked for in the Deccan. 

Page 87, Cat. No. 301 A . I nser t ‘ Dehli ’ in col. 2. 

Page 88, Cat. No. 305, The British Museum has since acquired a coin 

of a.h. 707, and there was another specimen of that date in the Da Cunha 
collection. 

Page 104, Cat. No, 426. B. B. has a specimen weighing only 45-3 grains. 

j age 1 18, Cat. No. 482. The Da Cunha collection included a coin of 
a-h. 727, wt. 197-2 grains. 

Page 142, Cat. No. 693 a. In Islamic Culture, 1936, p. 287 (PI. I. 41) 
io essoi Speight publishes a coin of a.h. 730, adding dU';'o in the margin. 

Page 143, Cat. No. 597. 1*4,1 should be 1. 

Page 165, Lira 7. For Telingana read Tilang&na. 

C.i?./,, vol. tuken by 'Ai&’u-d-din (Muhammad ]I) in a.d. 1294 = a.h. 694/5, vide 

this Catalogue! 31 * ' " confuse d ^ith Balban’s mint of Sultanpur. See No. 248 of 


warn i° 



Page 187, Cat. No. 745 b. 


ADDENDA AND CORRIGENDA 

The last line of the reverse may rea< 


J§L 


Page 201, Oat. No. 805. The Da Cunha collection had a coin of a.h. Sol. 
Page 256. See E. IV. 13-14 for Kangra coins (M) with the obverse 
legend ^*1^1 showing Lodi suzerainty in Kangra. 

Page 263, Cat. No. 1030 d. For m.m. 34 read in.m. 65. 

Pages 269, 270, 386, Cat. Nos. 1040 a, 1040 b. In Islamic Culture 1936 

(January) Mr. N. K. Bliattasali, Curator of the Dacca Museum has an 
interesting paper on ‘the date of Sher Shah’s access.on . In it he has 

arrived independently, hut for the same reason, at the conclusion suggested 

on p. 386 of this volume. He has also described and figured three othe 
rupees of Slier Shah of a.h. 945, which differ in type from 1040 a and b and 
are without mint name. Mr. Bhattasali places the coronation of Sher Shah 
in the -fortnight between the end of June and the middle of July 1538, 
i.e. about the middle of Safar, the second month of a.h. 940. 

Page 282, Cat. No. 1075. Add PI. XIII. 


Page 282, Cat. No. 1077. 
Page 287, Cat. No. 1092. 


For m.m. 34 read m.m. 65. 
Add PI. XIII. 
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SULTANS OE DEHLI 
TURKS 



I. Muhammad I bin Sam . 
II. Qutbu-d-din Aibak 
TII. Aram Shah . 

IV. Shamsu-d-dln Iltutmish . 

V. Ruknu-d-din Firuz I 

VI. Jalalatu-d-din Raziyya . 

VII. Mu*izzu-d-din Bahram . 

VIII. 'Alau-d-din Mas'iid 

IX. Nasiru-d-din Mahmud I 

X. Ghiyasu-d-dln Balban 

XI. Mu*izzu-d-din Kaiqubad 

XII. Shamsu-d-din Kayumars 


A.H. A.D. 

589 1193 

602 1206 

607 1210 

607 1210 

633 1235 

634 1236 

637 1240 

639 1242 

644 1246 

664 1266 

686 1287 

■ ' • 689 1290 


XIII. 

XIV. 

XV. 

XVI. 

XVII. 

XVIII. 


Xix 

xx 

XXI 

XXII 

XXIII 

XXIV 

XXV 

XXVI 
XXVII 
xxvm 

XXIX 


KHALJIS 


Jalalu-d-din Firuz II 

689 

1290 

B-uknu-d-din Ibrahim I . 

695 

1296 

'Alau-d-din Muhammad II 

695 

1296 

Shihabu-d-din Umar .... 

715 

1316 

Qutbu-d-din Mubarak .... 

716 

1316 

Shamsu-d-din Mahmud Pretender 

718 

1318 

Nasiru-d-dm Khusru .... 

720 

1320 


TUGHLUQS 


Qbiyasu-d-dln Tughluq I 

720 

1320 

Muhammad III bin Tughluq . 

725 

1325 

Flruz III . . 

752 

1351 

Qhiyasu-d-din Tughluq II 

790 

1388 

Firuz Shah Zafar . 

791 

1389 

Abubakr .... 

791 

1389 

Muhammad IV bin Firuz 

. . 792 

1390 

kikandar I 

795 

1393 

Mahmud II bin Muhammad . 

. . 795 

1393 

Nusrat (Interregnum) . 

. 797-802 2 

1395 

Laulat Khan Lodi 

815 

1413 


b2 
















MIN/STViy 


INTRODUCTION 

SAYYIDS 

XXX. Khizr Khan . 

XXXI. Mubarak II . 

XXXII. Muhammad V bin Farid 

XXXIII. ‘AJam Shah . 

LODIS 

XXXIV. Bahlul . 

XXXV. Sikandarll . 

XXXVI. Ibrahim II . 

SUEIS 



XXXVII. Sher Shah . 
XXXVII!'. Islam Shah . _ . 

XXXIX. Muhammad 'Adil . 
XL. Ibrahim III . 

XL1. Sikandar III 


<SI. 

A.I>. 


A.H. 

A.I>. 

817 

1414 

824 

1421 

837 

1434 

849 

1445 


855 

1451 

894 

1489 

923 

1517 


945 

1538 

252 

1545 

960 

1552 

962 

1554 

962 

1554 




TURKS 

JNo/e.—Weights are recorded in grains Troy. 




No. 


Mint 

Date 


Obverse 


Reverse 


N 

1 


[Ghaznih] 

600 


MUHAMMAD I BIN SAM 

A.H. 589-602. a.d. 1193-1206. 

GOLD 


Mithin double square 


Within double square 


4)1 W 

4)1 J yj 
4)1 ^»\jJl 


jJocM uUJUl 
^ loMl y ka 
^alajl y\ ^jJI 

pU y) S+3i* 


MUHAM. 
MAD I 


In segments of dotted circle 
enclosing square 

Top J^l <^jJl (obi.) 

Left (JJ 4 U) 5 J y»j 
Bottom ^loJ ^ j 

Right (obi.) 


In segments of dotted circle 


enclosing 

square 

Top 

ljufc 1 

Left 

J 

Bottom 


Right 

&jb» L**-..^. 


Wt. 134-9. 
S. 1-5. 


PL I. 


Ghaznih 

? 


As on 1 . 

Wt. 118-3. 
S. 1-1. 


As on 1 , but in segments. 
Top ILa i 

Left sjJb jLjjJI 

Bottom &JLuj ^ 4 " ij)c 
Right obi. 


/R 

3* 


[Ghaznih] 
603 


As on 1 , but without outer 
circle of dots. 

Wt. 78. 

S. 1-2. 


4i 2Vo/ 

Muhanjrj*adY-* S ' C - Jri ’ as date shows, wns struck by Tiiju-d-din Yildiz in the name 
ua *nn Sam. 


SILVER 

As on 1, but io segments. 
Top obi. 

Left j ^ ; M1 

Bottom eJU <;. fJ 

Right , 














TURKS 


Obverse 


<£L 


Struck in India. 

GOLD 


In circle ^UaLJI 

In circle 

jX* 

Horseman with mace. 

^jJI j UjJI 

Margin 

^ilojl y\ 


C^ 4 C^- 

Wt. 172-18. 

S.. -9. 

Ref. II.R.N. 

PI. XXIV. 

Rude figure of Lakshin! 


seated. 


Wt. 66-8. 

STH 

S. -8. 

PI. I. 

As on 4. 


Wt. 66. 

ifk 

S. -6. 

"S HTH 

PI. I. 

BILLON 

[<_£U~i] 

eUJl 

Horseman to leftwith spear 

at charge pointing down¬ 

[^i] 

/M j>\ 

Wt. (imperfect). 

S. -6. 

wards. 

Ref. R. V. 8 (fig.). 


In dotted circle 

U UAJI 

In dotted circle. 

Horseman to leftwith spea f 

at charge above the horsed 


head. 


W. 48. 

S. 6. 
















misrfy 



PI. XX. 



















misr^ 



* Note to 15 b. See also R. III. 5, of which the obverse die is inverted. See also Thomas 
No. 12 on which the word^y^ (Peshawar) appears in a line with the spear, reading up¬ 
wards, under the horse. 











miSTfiy 


TURKS 



Obverse 


Reverse 


B 

19 a 


As on 19, but -without dots 
to left of sword. 


As on 19. 


19b 


Wt. 49.5; 34-5. 

S. 5-5. 


Ref L.M.C, 21-22. 


As on 19, but O in place 
of sword. 


As on 19. 


Wt. 52-5; 53. 

S. -6. 


Ref L.M.C. 
I.M.C. 15. 


23 (fig.); 


<SL 

MUHAM¬ 
MAD I 


19c 


19 3> 


As on 19, but of legend 
in place of sword. 


As on 19. 


Wt. 53. 
S. -6. 


Ref L.M.C. 24 (fig.). 


As on 19, but in top 
line. 


As on 19. 


Wt. 53. 

S. -6. 

Ref L.M.C. 25. 


20 


In dotted circle 

UijJl 

3 

Wt. 51-8. 

S. -6. 


In dotted circle 

* 


A. 


ift 


PI. I. 


















whist/} 



*Note to 2d. Differences occur in the segmental ornaments. 
* Note to 80. H.R.N. has one without dots. 
















IWWSTfy, 



* N ote to 36. I have assigned this to Muhammad bin Sam on its similarity to Nos. 38-35. 
• be word on the reverse appears to be Ujjuin. If so, the coin may be autonymous, for 

u JJain was nofc taken tiU 632 a . h# 



















miSTfiy. 



















misrfi,. 
















misTfi,, 



YIX.DIZ 


AIBAK 



PL 

49 


49 a 


PL 

49 b 


49 c 


49 d 


Mint 

Date 


TURKS 


Obverse 


Reverse 




In dotted circle 
LijJl jju> 


COPPER 

In dotted circle 




Probably a Ghaznih issue. 


Wt. 47-5. 
S. -6. 


Standing bull to left. 
Above 

Probably a Kuraman issue. 


Wt. 36. 
S. -5. 


vk 


pi. i. 


In rayed circle 


Ref. R. V. 30 (%)—now 
in B. M. 


qutbu-d-din aibak 

a.h. 602-607. a.d. 1206-1210. 

COPPER 


Standing bull to left. 


Wt. 35. 
S. -55. 


Ref. R (Lahor), p. 58. 1. 


As on 49 b. 


Wt. 48. 

S. -55. 


Ref. R (Labor), p. 58. 2. 


As on 49 b. 


Wt. 43. 
S. *55. 


Ref. R (Labor), p. 58. 3. 


In rayed circle 
cr A * 3 


•1 


As on 49 b, but in irregular 
octagon. 


As on 49 b, but in cird d J 
with crosses outside. 


















MIN IST/fy 



PL 

49 e* 


As on 49 b. 


As on 49 b, but in circle AIBAX 
made with dots joified. 


Wt. 39. 
S. -5. 


Ref. It (Labor), p. 58. 4. 


N 

49 f 


SHAMSU-D-DIN ILTUTMISH 
a.h. 607-633. a.d. 1210-1235. 

GOLD 


ItTTJT- 

MISH 


Gaur 

616 


In circle 

Turk horseman to left at 
the charge, carrying mace. 

In field 

To right of horseman 

Below horse 
Margin 

<1)1 Jj-, <1)1 5>1 Jl] 5> 

j 1 **»■»* } «m 


In dotted circle 

jjkjl uUAJl 


^ IAaII 
. ) 1 ^>1 

lS Aq*)\ 


Wt. 70-6. 
S. -75. 


49 G 


614 


Ref. Thomas, I.C.B ., ii, 
p. 14. (2)—now in Berlin. 


As on 49 f, but margin 
<Dl <Dl [ 5)1 ill 5 ) 




t- 




and no mint name in field. 


PI. XXII. 

As on 49 f, but 

^_JaftJl ^&Aa*)l ^>1 

^^ol . . . 


Wt. 71. 
S. *7. 


Ref. A. N. S. 


PI. XXIII. 


Aofe to 49 e. P.T. has a coin (wt. 28-1) with ofa>. cr +k5 in a circular area surrounded by 

dots and rays. The reverse appears to bo similar but is much worn. J.A.S.B.- H.S. XLII 
art. Jo4, 






















Sltut- 

MISE 



16 


TURKS 

ICT 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse *<S-*—* ! 

M 


SILVEB 



Group I. 



Struck in Bengal under the governorship of 
Hisamu-d-dln ‘Ewaz. 

49 h 

614 

In circle 

Turk horseman to left at 
the charge, carrying mace. 

Margin 

4)1 J \y-j [x^ Sttll ill] J1 

j j\ 8^*»* 

In dotted circle 
jjbjl ^^IkUl 
j LokjJl 

^laaJ 1 ^Jojl ^i\ 



Wt. 168. 

S. M. 




Ref. Thomas, I.C.R., ii,. 
p. 12 (1) (Berlin). 

PI. XXXI. 

491 

616 

As on 49 h, but date unit 

As on 49 F. 



Wt. 168. 

S. 1. 

. 



Ref. Thomas, I.C.B.. ii, 
p. 16 (3) (Berlin). 

PI. xxxx* 

49 J* 


As on 49 h. 

Margin undeciphered. 

Wt. 165. 

S. 145. 

Ref. N.C., 1885, Part III, 
p. 215. 

jJl 

Jl lajl y\ ^ 1A 

Over are the Nagat* 

letters m or . 




PI. XXlI' 


* Note to 49 j. This must be the coin shown as 8(a) on p. 16 of Thomas I.C.B , Part j j 
but not described in detail. This is now in Berlin. It is probably also the com figui; ] 

, ^ niiAiilii nn h^inar rilnrlftn. UP. . 


>ut not described in detail. This is now in Berlin, it is prooacny 
n LM.O., No. 82, the part where the Nagarl letters should be being rubbed. Dr.Hmrn 
.owover, in describing the coin in J.A.S.B., 1881, p. 55, No. 1, makes no mention of tn j 


Nfigari letters. 


















02 - 


022 


? 

62- 


TURKS 


17 


Obverse 


Reverse 


<SL 


Group II — ^Ul 

In circle 

4)1 Ml dl M 
J y»> ^ 

^oUl 4)1 
J+}\ j~t\ 4)1 


.jUaUl 


ILTUT- 

MISH 


^ IbjJl 

jji^Libl ^ikjl y\ 
siAi*. 

jdi* 4)1 

Margin 

....?... \sjt 

Sjl^ S>Iui j 

Wt. 168-5. 

S> 12 ‘ PI. XXII. 

Uc/ Thomas, I.C.B., ii, p. 23 (8)—now in Berlin. The 
characters are of the square Kufic type and indicate 
a northern mint. 


In circle 

4)1 Ml ill M 
4)1 

*Ul ^jJ ^>U11- 

JK. ol 

Margin 

5 - l *' ^ ujp-aJl IXa 

3 erU^ 

Wt. 166-7. 

S. 1-2. 


cUJLJ! 

.3 Uj^ll {Ju+Zi ^K ^jl 
^alojl hi ^jJl 

ct«! jUJI 

jJl y^*l ^olj 4)1 


PI. XXII. 


I2c/. Thomas, 7.C.B., ii, p. 23 (9) (now in Berlin); 
cf. 33. 


As on 49 l. 

Margin 

sob j .... 

Mach worn round the edge. 

Wt. 155-3. 

S. 1. 


In circle 

r WMl atUJi 

[J^h\ ^iiajl y\ 


PI. I. 

C 














MIN/Sr^ 



fLTUT- 

MISH 




TURKS 


No. 


/R 


Mint 

Date 


Obverse 


Group III — j* 


AWl 



50 a 


? 

624 


In circle 

4111 N d M 

4)1 jb l) ^aUaJI 


As on 50. 


Margin 

. K rr^/‘° 

&S~j y .3 

Wt. 168-2. 

S. M. 


PI. XXII. 


Ref. Thomas, I.C.B ., ii, p. 24 (10)—two specimens—now 
in Berlin. 


50 b 


? 

624 


As on 50 a. 


Wt. 164-3. 

S. 1-05. 

Ref. Thomas, I.C.B ., ii, 
p, 25 (11)—now in Berlin. 


In double square within 
circle, as on 50, but last lin® 
j *>U jjUaLJl 

and jA ^ the to P’ 

left, and Fright segments. 

PI. XXII' 


50 c 


Group IV — 4)b jax^A\ 


In double square, scroll 
work in segments. 

4)1 *1 dl 

wt. 164-157. 


In double square within 
circle, three dots in each se# 
ment. 


r ww j** j 

^*.•1 


S. M. 

Ae/. I.M.C., 34; Thomas, 
p. 46. 


Margin 

U • 


. . w/ 

PI. xxi4 


















wiNisr^ 


TURKS 


50 d* 


50 E 


50 F 


Dehll 

628 


In circle 

41)1 51 J1 5 
41] 1 Av£* 


4lJ] 


Margin 




? wLs-* ^ c) ^5jj ^ ^J\ 

Wt. 158-9. 

S. 1-15. 

Bef Thomas, p. 52 (xxix) 
—now in Berlin. 

In circle 

4111 51 dl 5 
41)1 J ytj A*.^ 

4l]U 

(^*^>♦^1 JO* 1 

In place of marginal legend, 
a circle of dots. 

Wt. 168*2. 

S- 1. 


In double square, scroll 2LTTJT- 


work in segments. 

jjastjl ^UaLJI 
^jjjl ^ UaJI 

j+a 1 I'jUaLfeJl 


MISH 


PI. XXII. 

In double square, as on 
50 1 ), but J^ib\ 

and in the last line there is 
no trace of 

I he y of ^jUaUl is written 
u 

In segments, dots. 


Bef. B. M. The A. N. S. has a specimen, 
wt. 166-5. 


In double square within 
circle, the top line of the 
square being single. 

As on 50 e. 

In top segment 

Margin —part of 
3 (^A^lb ^ 

^ (*•*>> Je 

Wt. 167. 

S. M. 

Ref. L.M.C., 29 (fig.). B.M. 
has two specimens. 


In area as on obverse 

r W51 U UaUl 

c^aJI ^ l^«x)l 

yidajl jp] 

^UaLJl 

In top segment 

Margin 

3 j >4^ . , 




The^ooourrence of'XXstms £ pUee U *”• Thom “> b «t without conviction, 

clearly dated 628. to place the C01U definitely earlier than No. 50 f which is 














miST/fy 



IliTUT- 

JffiXSH 



TURKS 


52* 


[Debli] 

[632] 


Obverse 


52 a 


? Lak- 
nautl 
633 


In circle as on 50 e. 
Margin 

? j ^-4*-' .... 

Wt. 166. 

S. 1*2. 


In double square within 
circle; three dots in each 
segment. 

W J 

Margin 

[5-i.aJl 13a V/*®] 

Wt. 166-5. 

S. 1-2. 


—§L 

Reverse 


In double square as on 
50 D, but and pioc-^l 


In double square within 
circle; two dots in each seg¬ 
ment. 




H (yUJJl 


^jJI , UijJI (J***-** 

^UJJl 

Margin 

J ZX* O* 

Pl. I- , 


In double square as ou 
50 d, but 1 and 


In circle as on 50 e. 

Margin 

[sic) ;^£>. a*** 

^ iu-i j)4r> c* 

Wt. 167-5. 

S. M5. 

Ref. I.M.C., 38 (fig.). A different style of lettering from 
51; otherwise very similar. 

*m. to 51. Pates recorded 680 and 632. Some coins of this type have *)l>. ^ 

)ii the obverse. One figured iu R. IV, PI. XVIII (2) has U rf * “ ^ ee al ' 

1881, p. 56, No. 4 (Hcernle) where is read. This coin has the n 

"3E !osT d Bee'pf T^forthfading of the marginal legend. Some specimens hav* 
tingle dot in each segment. 














*Note to 53 a. This coin was struck by Ikhtiyaru-d-din Balka son of Twaz ( C.R.l. Ill, 
‘bin Maudud ’ on the coins) who seized the Kingdom of Bengal on the death of 
Nasiru-d-dln Mahmud, eldest son of Iltutmisli, in 629 A.H., but was defeated and captured 
in the following year. (Thomas, Part II, p. 30.) 





















59-60 



















<SL 

llTUT- 

BUSH 














Ml UlSTf}^ 



IlTTTT- 

MISH 


24 


TURKS 


No. 


Mint 

Date 


Obverse 


Reverse 


B 

62 c 


As on 54-55, but on jhul 

111 

On hindquarter m.m. 6. 


As on 54-55. 



Wt. 51. 
S. * 6 . 


Ref. LM.C ., 48. 


62 d 


62 e 


62 F 


As on 54-55, but on hind- 
quarter m.m. 5. 

Ref. B. M. 

As on 54-55, but on jhul 
On hindquarter m.m, 5. 
Wt. 46. 

Ref. LM.C ., 47. 

As on 54-55, but on jhul 
On hindquarter § 

Wt. 54-5. 

S. -6. 

Ref . X.K.C., 44. 


63 


As on 54-55, but on jhul 
* 

On hindquarter m.m. 5. 


Wt. 51-5. 
S. -6. 


>> 


>> 


64-65 


As on 54-55, but on JAwZ 
m.m. 89. 

On hindquarter m.m. 5. 


Wt. 53-2; 46. 
S. 55. 

















20507 











Ml NlSTfiy 



B 

fLTUT- 68-72 
MISH 


73-77 


78-80 


81 * 


*Note to 81. 


Recumbent bull to left. 
Around. 

fa *frfou 

One coin has m. 95 on jhul 
and v on hindquarter. Another 
has 1 on jhul and + on hind- 
quarter. 

Wt. 53-2; 53*7; 53-1. 

S. -6. 

Recumbent bull to left. 
Around 

On hindquarter 0 
One coin has + under the 
hump. 

Wt. 55-6 ; 55-5 ; 50*7; 
51-4. 

S. *6. 

Ref R. VI. 26-27. 

Recumbent bull to left. 
Above 

0 on hindquarter of bull. 

Wt. 51-4; 50; 53-5. 

S. *55. 

Ref. R. VI. 24-25. 

Recumbent bull to left. 
Around 

On jhul 1 

On hindquarter a trident. 
Wt. 51*1. 


Chauhan horseman to right. 
Around 


PI. I. 


Chauhan horseman to right. 
Around 


pi. !• 


As on 73. 


PI. I* 

Chauhan horseman to righ fc ' 
Around 

fa 


pi. i 1 ' 


S. 6 . 

Struck as suzerain of Cliahada Deva of Narwar. 












• MINIS/*,, 




















miSTfiy. 



iLTUT- 

MISH 



' 28 


TURKS 

VST 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

B 

91-95 

— 

LjjJl »<*< 

As on 87, but without star. 



Wt. 55-4; 54-5. 

S. -6. 

PI. II. 

96-97 

— 

^jJI j UijJI 

^lUJI 

Crescent under borse. 
Indeterminate characters 
round horse’s head. 



Wt. 52; 51-9. 

S. -6. 


98 

— 

In circle 

u iuji 

< 

^jjJl ^ LjjJl 

As on 82, but no mark 
under horse. 



Wt. 55. 

S. -6. 

PI. II- 

99 

— 

In circle 

U \UJ1 

As on 82, but no legend 
visible. 



Wt. 53. 

S. -6. 

PI. U* 

100- 

102 

Deb IT 

In square within circle 

})! ^lUJl 

y UjJI 

In upper segment 
c Jjio 

Chauban horseman to rigk fc * 
To right 

Above ^UaUl 



Wt. 57-54*8. 

S. -6. 

pi. i* - 














MINlSr^ 













mtSTfiy 



















MINIST/Jj, 



} 


T 





















miSTffy 



fLTUT- 

MISH 


^32 


TURKS 

(CT 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

PL 

123c 

— 





Wt. 45-5. 

S. -5. 




Ref. R. i. 3 (Labor, p. 59. 1). R (Lahor, p. 59) gives 
a variant with the reverse in dotted circle. 





123d 

— 

As on 123 c, hut a star 
below. 

As on 123 c, but a star 
below. 



Ref. R. I. 4. 


123 e 


In circle with an outer 
circle of dots 

In circle with an outer 
circle of dots 



Wt. 25. 

S. -5. 




Ref. R (Labor, p. 59. 4). 


124*- 

128 

— 

In a hexagram 

In a hexagram 



Wt. 35-5; 33-5; 32-5; 28; 
24-5. 

S. -6-5. 


128a 

— 

As on 124-128, but in 
circle. 

As on 124-128, but io 
circle. 



S. 38. 




Ref. II. R. N. 


128 b 



a lUJl 



Wt. 17*8. 

S. *55. 




Ref. R (Labor, p. 63. 30). 



*Note to 124. On one coin that I have seen the 1 on the obverse is absent, making th 0 
coin read like , 


















misTfy 



« 















MIN/Sr^ 

















MiNisr^ 



<SL 

Slttjt- 

mj.eh 











MIN/Sr^ 



Slttjt- 

MISH 



TURKS 


PL 

142 


143- 

144 


145 


146- 

147 


148 


149 


149 A 


Mint 

Date 


Debit 


Debit 


Dehll 


Dehit 


Debit 


Debit 


Obverse 


In octagram formed by 
intersecting squares 




Wt. 26. 
S. -5. 


Enclosed as on 140 

Wt. 28; 21-7. 

S. -5. 


In six-rayed star 

J * 5 

Wt. 21. 

S. -45. 


In square area 

Wt. 18; 16. 
S. -45, 


As on 142. 

Wt. 15-3. 
S. -45. 


A8on 145. 

Wt. 15*5. 
S. '45. 


As on 145, but in circle 
Wt. 14-6. 

Ref. H. R. N. 




Keverse 


Enclosed as on obverse 


Enclosed as on 140 

JkLJI 


In six-rayed star 


In square area 


A 3 on 142. 


As on 145. 


As on 145, but in circle. 












misr#,. 



W* A 12 -rs 65 A ‘ R ‘ B ‘ haS fcMs with the reverae in a circle with an outer circle of dota. 














MIN/Sr^ 



v Note to 163 v A second specimen is in the Lucknow Museum from the collection of 
Mr. Longworth Dames. 













MINlSr^ 



*Notc to 154 a. Oa a specimen in the B. M. the words sin the obverse margin 
and in the reverse margin can be read. Cf. also J.R.A.S , 1900, p. 772 

where a similar coin has two dots in each segment. 

*Xote to 155. H.R.N. has a coin with \ \ on the jhul. 

















*Note to 161. The B.M. has a variant of the same date on which is substituted 

for dbl . gee also R. II, PI. XVIII. 7, which figures a coin of this variety, wrongly 
assigned to Iltutmiah. 

*Noio to 161 a. Cf. R. VI, pj. IV, 80. H.R.N. has a specimen with . . . slfe '-Sj* 

<>•> in the obv. margin and . . . ^ - ->A* . . . legible in the rov. margin. 
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TURKS 



Mint 

Date 


Reverse 


-<SL 


As on 162-163, but 


B 

BAZiYYA 163a 


163b 


164- 

166 


166a* 


166 b 


167- 

169 


*j Note to 166 a. 
ns doubtful. 


As on 162-163. 

Wt. 53. 

S. *55. 

Ref. L M.C., 77. 

As on 162-163. 

Wt. 57-5. 

S. -55. 

Ref. L.M.G ., 78. 
pMN U UAJI 

^ LjjJ\ 

Wt. 56-8; 52. 

S. -6. 

[cM-Ji] 

iflL. ^[51 

Wt. 44. 

S. 55. 

Ref R. (Labor), p. 79. 1. 
ill ^UaUI 
^ LijJI 

Wt. 55. 

S. *55. 

fo/. I.M.C,, 97. 

As on 164, but coarser 
lettering. 

Wt. 63-5! ; 51. 

S. -6. 

The coin is in such a poor 


under horse. 


As on 162-163, but + 
under horse. 


Cb auhan horseman to right. 
Around 

pi. ii. 

As on 164-166. 


As on 164, but legend want¬ 
ing. 


Rude horseman (Narwar)* 


ondition that the reading must be re 




























MIN isr^ 



BAHRAM 

SHAH 



TURKS 


Mint 

Date 


638 


As on 172, but 

in the four segments. 

Wt. 162. 

S. 1. 

Ref B.M. 


Reverse 


% 


As on 172. 


172b 


B 

173- 
174 


175 


176- 

177 


As on 172. 

Margin illegible. 

Ref N.S., viii. 55 (now in 
I.M.). 


In a circle 


.jlkUl 


y) j UjJI j-** 

^1 jJ&J\ 


Margin illegible. 


BILLON 


In dotted circle recumbent 
bull to left. 

On jhul m.m. 87. 

On hindquarter m.m. 5. 
Around 

gfrmm ^ <0 


Cbauban horseman to right. 
Around 




Wt. 55. 
S. -6. 


As on 173-174, but on jhul 
m m. 88. 

On hindquarter m.m. 12. 

Wt. 50-2. 

S. -6. 


As on 173-174, butonjfaT? 
m.m. 89. 

On hindquarter m.m. 13. 

Wt. 54-7; 51. 

S. -6. 


>> 


PL III* 


ft 












Ml Hisr*,, 

















MIN/Sr/iy 



BAEBAM 184- 
SHAH 187 * 


j)\ 


Rude horseman (Narwar). 


Wt. 55; 56. 
S. -6. 


PL III. 


MAStTD 

SHAH 

N 

187a 


'ALAU-D-DlN MAS'UD SHAH 

a.h. 639-644. A.D. 1242-1246. 

GOLD 


1 J In double square within 

circle, three dots in each seg¬ 
ment 

j+j>\ 4 jjt> 

aJJ 

Margin wanting. 

Wt. 166-4. 

S. -92. 

Ref.J.A.S.B., 1910, p. 149 
(now in Dacca Museum). 


In double square within 
circle, scroll work in seg¬ 
ments 

^1 U IUJ1 
y\ ^ LjjJl 

Margin wanting. 


/R 

188 


SILVER 


[Debll] 

640 


In double square within 
circle, three dots in each seg¬ 
ment 


fWII J 


Mar (j in 
• • • ^ 


In double square within 
circle, three dots in each seg¬ 
ment 

pMN ^lUJI 
j>\ j Li.x)l 

u tt 3 U\ 

Margin illegible. 


Wt. 165. 

S. 1. 

Other dates 639 (B.M.), j 
641 (L.M.a, 90). 


*Notc to 184-187. Two coins in the B.M. have the butterfly form of ‘ h’—p]/& . 
was originally taken to be a coin of Aram Shah (see Thos., Ckron. p. 40). 


This 






















misTfty 
















Sj 48 


TURKS 


MAS'ttD 190 a 
SHAH 


Mint 

Date 


640 


As on 190, but on jhul 

On hindquarter (i<> 

Legend wanting. 

Wt. 53. 

S. -55. 

Ref. R (Lahor, p. 82. 12). 
1299 S. = 1242 a.d. = 640 a.h. 


191 


641 


As on 190, but on jhul q 
On hindquarter $ • • 


Wt. 55-3. 
S. -55. 


[1300 S. = 641 a.h.] 


192 


As on 190, but 

On jhul m.m. 14. 

On hindquarter V8 

Wt. 47. 

S. -5$. 


As on 192, but on hind¬ 
quarter • * • 

Wt. 54*1. 

S. *55. 


194- 

195 


As on 192, but 
On jhul U 

Mark on hindquarter miss¬ 
ing. 

Wt. 48-3; 46*5. 

S. -55. 


j§l 

Reverse 


As on 190. 


PI. III. 

As on 190, but around 


As on 190, but no legend 
visible. 

(On one coin there are three 
dots /. under the horseman.) 


PL III* 

















MiNisr^ 



E 


<SL 

MAS'OD 

SHAH 












miSTfty 














misr^ 



*Note to 211. Under and extending over the tail of the horse are letters which almost 
certainly stand for in the shortened form found on the gold coins of Muhammad 

Tughluq struck in memory of hiz father (see post No. 476). 

*Note to 217 . These coins may be pure copper. 























*Note to 219. Gibbs (N.C. 1885) refers to a coin of 650, but the illustration shows th 0 
existence of a unit before the All the recorded coins except No. 219 have $ 

for ^1 on Rev., and the coin figured in I.M.C. (No. 188) adds , before sJ-*» in 
margins. J . 

*Note to 219 (bis.). Acquired for D.M. in 1928. The lettering is very crude compa^ 
with the Dehll coins (No. 219), and this type probably issued from a Bengal mint. r T' It 
formation of the ^1 in the obverse inscription is distinctive. No other specimen in gold i* 
known, but Op. 225 and 226. 















TURKS 



N 

219a* 


Date 


Obverse 


Reverse 


In double square within 
circle, four dots in segments. 
As on 187 a. 

No margins. 

Wt. 166-6. 

S. 1. 


In double square 

j LijJl L 



MAHMtJD 

I 


lief. J.A.S.B. , 1910, vol. Yi, 
no. 4, p. 149. 


M 

220 * 


Deh 11 
654 


SILVER 


In double square within 
circle; as on 189. 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, three dots in right 
segment. Left segment blank. 

Margin 

Wt. 169. 

S. M. 


In double square within 
circle; as on 219. 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, three dots in the 
others. 

Arrowhead above the , 
of^>L ^ 

Margin (traces only of). 


221 


Deh 11 
655 


As on 22C, but 

Right and left segments 
blank. 


Wt. 168-8. 
S. M. 


As on 220, but in margin 

..... 8_*sLiJl sjuj> 

and dots instead of small 
circles over ^lac and 

Right and left segments 
blank. 


222 


Dehli 

659 


As on 220, but 


Cr 5 


Right and left segments 
blank. No mark over j^c 


Wt. 168. 
S. 1-1. 


As on 220, but in margin 

£* - 


No marks over 

Right and left 
blank. 


jjac and 
segments 


*&Qte to 219 a. 
Note to 220. 


Now in the Dacca Museum, 

Variations in the segmontal ornaments 


are observed in coins of this date. 
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TURKS 


M 

MAHMUD 223 

i 


224 


Mint 

Date 


Dellll 

662 


Dehh 

664 


225 


? Dehll 


225A 


Badaun 


Obverse 


As on 222, but 
3 

Wt. 169-3. 

S. 1-1. 


— & 

Reverse 


As on 220, but ^ in place 
of ^.1 and in margin 

JU- 1 J> L^o.at J - . . . 

• *; ur 51 
Dot over Jac 

No mark over ij+s? 

PI. III. 

As on 222, but As on 223, but in margin 

Wt. 157-2. 

S. M. 

Dates observed: 

644, 645, 647, 649, 650, 652 (H.R.N.). These have 
three dots in each segment, but the coin of 645 has no dots 
in the rev. segments. 

653 (B.M.), 654, 655, 656, 657, 658 (Tli.), 659 (D), 
660 (Th.), 661 ( LJ1.C .), 662, 663, 664 (Th.). 


As on 220, but no margin 
visible. Three dots in each 
segment. 


No circle over 
Dot over 


Jl. 


As on 220, but in place 
of and three dots in left 
segment ; other segments 
blank. 


No mark over 


\jo of j>o U 


jg 7 Dots over ^ae. and 

S. 1-1. Margin fragmentary, but 

illegible. 

The characters on this coin are very crude, as on 219 (bis)- 


In double square within 
circle 

in top segment ^\s>. 

In other segments three 
dots. 

No margin. 

Wt. 165-5. 

S. 3. 

I 

Ref L.M.C., 128. 


In double square withio 
circle; as on 219, but ^ 

In bottom segment three 
dots; others not visible. 



















MIN IST/fy 


TURKS 



Obverse 


/R 

225 b* 


LaknautI 

645? 


In double square within 
circle, two dots in segments 

fW>' -Me J 


<SL 


Reverse 


225 c LaknautI 
655 


jtA 
Margin 

. . . sjoi, . . 

Wt. 169. 

S. M. 

Ref. 139 (fig.). 


As on 225 b, but no dots 
in segments. 

Margin 

Wt. 170. 

S. 1-23. 

tfe/- J. A. S. B., 1881 

(Hoernle), p. 69; I.M.G., 138. 


In double square within MAHMtJB 
circle; as on 219 a, but in j 
segments 
Top l_3 
Left ajb 

Bottom ? 

Right siA 

No margin. 


In double square within 
circle, scroll work in seg¬ 
ments 


^ L> jJl ^*1"} 
^ajajl ji\ 
IjUaLJl 


No margin. 


225 D 


LaknautI 
65 - 


As on 225 b, but no dots 
in segments. 

Margin 

• * * • Sjuft, ? 

J j 

Wt. 140 (worn). 

S. M. 


^ Lijjl jdb 
eb;y. .... 


Ref. 140 (fig.); 

J.A.S.B., 1881, p. 68. 


*Xotc to 225 B. 
made out in the 


Heralepil, 1881, p. 60) thought, that the word could be 

margin, thus giving 645 as the probable date of the coin. 

















MIN/Sr^ 



/R 

MAHMUD 225 e 
I 


As on 187 A. 
No margins. 


As on 219 a, with orna¬ 
mental scroll in segments. 


Wt. 164. 
S. 1-1. 


226 


Ref 134 (fig.). 

As on 225. 

Wt. 84. 

S. -95. 


As on 220, but without 
trace of margin. Probably 
^ for u j\. No mark over 
L jo of Small circle oyer 


and possibly over 




PI. III. 


227 


B 

228*- 

232 


The lettering is crude and identical with that on 219 (bis). 


In clotted circle 

jjUaUi 


In dotted circle 

UjjJl U 


Wt. 13.2. 
S. -45. 


PI. III. 


BILLON 


In sqtiare area within cir- i 
cle with annulet above and 
below and curves in right 
and left sides 

ill ^IkJUl 

jJl 

jJl ^ 


Chauhan horseman to right. 


Above 
To right 




Wt. 52; 51-8; 53-5. 

S. -6; -55. PI. HI- 


*Note to 228. Below on the reverse is what looks like ^, indicating perhaps th® 
word jjlk-Lw on the left of the horseman. 
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TURKS 


PL 

MAHMtfB 239* 
I 


BALKAN 


N 

240 


M 

241* 


Mint 

Date 


Delhi 


Dehli 

671 


Obverse 


In circle 




Wt. 12-3. 
S. -4. 


—§L 

Reverse 


In circle 




pi. in. 


GHIYASU-D-DIN BALBAN 

a.d. 1266-1287. 


Dehli 

675 


A.H. 664-686. 

In circle 

p U3H 

Margin 

j j (J 

Wt. 169. 

S. M5. 


GOLD 


In circle 

^ alUJl 
^jJI j LjjJl 
Lr Ju) yj 

u lkUl 

Margin same as on obv. 


PI. HI- 


Dates observed: 

667 (L.M.C.), 068 (R. III. 22), 669 (H. R. N.), 670 
(B.M.), 071, 672 (B.M.C.), 673 ( I.M.C .), 674 (B.M.), 67J 
(BMC.), 677 (I.M.C.), 678 (B.M.C), 679 (L.M.C.), 680 
(Th.), 685 (H. R. N.). 


SILVER 


In square within circle, 
as on 240. 

Margin as on obverse (parts 
of). 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, two dots in *h e 
others. 


In double square within 
circle; as on 240. 

Margin as on - 240, but 
and j 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, other segments 
blank. 

Wt. 167-5. 

S. 1-2. 

Dates observed: 664 to 675, 

, 678, 684, 685. 

*Note to 239. H.R.N. has this with Obv. in dotted circle and Rev. in double c '*f 0 ( 
also one of Wt. 14.8 grs. with Obv. in circle and Rev. m double circle ; also on 
11-7 grs. with Obv. in circle, Rev. in circle with dots outside; also one ot lib grs. 

Obv. in circle with dots outside, Rev. in circle. -n e i» 

*Notc to 241. JB.M. has a variant of this type without dots in the segments on tne 













TURKS 


59 


242 a 


243 


n 

<SL 


Obverse 


243 A 51 


Alwar 

(Khitfca) 

664 


Sulfcan- 

ptir 

(Khifcfca) 

679 


Lakh- 

nautl 

(Kbitfca) 

6 — 


As on 241, but 
only legible in margin. 


Dates observed : 667, 672, 
673, 674, 675, 676, 681, 684. 

As on 241, but in margin 

^ j^\ 6-ks^ 

.*->*1*. 

Wt. 167. ^ 

S. 1*15. 


Reverse 


As on 241, but in double BALBAN 
square and no dots in seg¬ 
ments. 


Margin 


C*iUS , 


, 1 .. 


As on 241, but no dots in 
the segments, and in margin 






PI. xx. 

The characters are cruder than on the Dehll coins. 

Ref. 105 (wrongly assigned to Dehll). The B.M. 

lias two other specimens. 


In single square within 
circle ; as on 241. 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, the others blank. 

Margin 

• . . ♦ das?- . . . 






Wt. 165-3. 

S. 1.15. 

As on 241, but in margin 

*Jos J . iXto 

..... ^ 

Wt. 168-5. 

S. 1-2. 

Ref. IMG. , 156. 


In square within circle; 
as on 240. 

Annulets in top and bottom 
segments, the others blank. 

Margin (traces only of) 
apparently the same as on 
obverse. 


PI. III. 

As on 241, but no dots in 
segments. 


Margin 






Dates observed : 667 (? 9) 

(I.M.C.), 673 (A. N. S.). 

nreflr <0 2< f A \ 0,1 thoA -N.S. coin the mint is written and the date has a word 

P tceamg it winch appears to be fjJ s^ (Muharram), while on the obverse wU is 
omitted—also the annulets. See also I.Af.C., No. 154. 























TURKS 


No. 


/R 

5 ALB AN 243 b 


244*- 

246 


Mint 

Date 


Obverse 


In dotted circle 
(jlkUl 

Wt. 14. 

S. -45. 

Ref. R. III. 20. 


5! u Ud_ll 
' jJl 

^ U 

Wt. 55*5; 55-3. 
S. -55. 


Reverse 




LjjJl 


PI. XX. 


BILLON 

In circle 


c^. 

Around 


246 a 


In square with curves in Chauban horseman to right, 
sides; as on 244-246. legend illegible. 

Wt. 55. 

S. *55. 

Ref. R. V. 1. 


247 


As on 244. 

(much worn) 


Wt. 18-5. 
S. *5. 


As on 244. 




/E 

248- 

249 


COPPER 


In circle with outer circle 
of dots 

..jUoLJ! 




Wt. 72-5; 66-9. 


In circle with outer cird e 
of dots 

LjjJl 

pi. i& $ 


*Rote to 244. On some coins there are two straight lines above the legend on 
and traces of a dotted circle (cf. B.M.C. 116). 


the obve*** 











MINIS T#y 
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62 


TURKS 

_ SSL 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

AL 

254 

(sq.) 

Dehli 

As on 250, but not enclosed. 

Wt. 29. 

S. -4. 

As on 250, but not enclosed. 

254a 

>> 

it 

Wt. 2G-2. 

S. -5. 

Ref B.M. 

As on 250, but in square 
area with annulets in seg¬ 
ments. 

254b 

„ 

As on 253. 

As on 254 A. 



Wt. 23-5. 

S. -55. 




Ref. B.M. 


254 c 

„ 

As on 250. 

t> 



Wt. 21-7. 

S. *5. 




Ref B.M. 

• 

255 

Sulfcan- 

pGr 

Wt. 31-2. 

S. -45. 

u 

LkU 

pi. II 1 - 

255A 

Fakhra- 

bad 

In circle 

In circle 

>** 

ob\ 



Wt. 35-8. 

S. -6. 

Ref B.M. 

PI. S&' 

25G 

DehlT 

In octagram with a triangle 
on each side, enclosing a dot; 
as on 250. 

Enclosed as on obv,; aS 1)11 
250. 



Wt. 14-5. 

S. *5. 
















misrfo 
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XAXQU- 

BAB 


•64 


TURKS 

_ SL 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

/R 

259 

Dehli 

687 

As on 258, but in margin 

••• 

As on 258. 

Faint traces of margin. 



Wt. 164-1 (worn). 

S. 1-2. 


260 

Dehli 

688 

As on 258, but in margin 

.... ^LS j ^ 

As on 258. 

No margin. 



Wt. 168-5. 

S. 1-2. 




Dates observed : 686, 687, 
688, 689 (H. R. N.). 


261 

i 

3 

Dehli 

686 

In square 

u UJlJ1 

j LjjJl j -M 

Four dots in top and left 
segments, other segments not 
visible. 

Wt. 56. 

S. -9. 

In square 

_5 

Four dots in right and 
bottom segments, other seg¬ 
ments not visible. 

PI. iv. 

262 

4 


In square 

^UAJI 

fMll 

Two dots in right and top 
segments. 

In square 

LijJl yx* 

Two dots in right segment, 
one visible in top. 



Wt. 27-5. 

S. -6. 

PL 

262 a 

A 

— 

juji 

LijJl j** 



Wt. 13-9. 

S. -45. 

fle/. F. M. (Camb.) 

PI. XXll 1 ' 













<SL 

KAIQU- 

BAD 


I 


* Note to 270. 

* Note to 271. 
misprint for 29. 


!,!['? c ?* n J, s of ^rass an( i may be a contemporary forcerv 
This is Thomas No. 119, where the weight given—69 g rs .. 


-must be a 
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KAIQU- 

BAD 


KAYO- 

MAES 



TURKS 


Mint 

Date 


Obverse 


275A 


As on 271-275, but 
circle. 


in 


As on 
hexagon. 


— Sl 

Reverse 

271-275, but in 


Wt. 25*3. 
Ref. H. R. N. 


276*- 

278 


As on 271. 

Wt. 20-5; 20; 17-5. 
S. -45. 


As on 271. 


/R 

279* 


Dehli 

? 


SHAMSU-D-DIN KAYUMARS 

a.h. 689 a.d. 1290 

SILVER 


In double square within 
circle, annulets in top and 
bottom segments 




r 


-Jl 


Enclosed as on obv. 

No trace of margin. 


/E 

279 a 


Margin 

Wt. 168*4. 

S. 1-2. 

Date observed: 689. 


PL IV. 


In circle 




Wt. 65*7. 
S. -6. 


Ref. B.M. 


COPPER 


jJl + 


PI. xx* 


* Note to 276. R. (Labor, p. 84. 4) gives two coins (average weight 19 gi •) 

remark ‘no squares'. . .i * in 

* Note to 279. The A.N.S. has a specimen recording the date ^ 

tlie Obv. margin—wt. 165 grs. 
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TURKS 

MUHAMMAD I (BIN SAM) 


<SL 

MUHAM¬ 
MAD I 


Nos. 1 to 3 have been included with the idea of illustrating the gold Catalogue 
and bilver coinage of Muhammad’s Kingdom of Ghaznih. Nos. 1-36 a 

No. 3 a, which is now in the Dehll Museum, is remarkable as being Pa 8 es 5-12 
the earliest Indian gold tarikah , the forerunner of the Mughal cishrafi 
and early East India Company maihar. Apart from the Nagari in the 
margin, both its weight and the similarity of its reverse design with the 
Bengal issues of Iltutmish described below (Nos. 49 F et seq) stamp 
the coin as of Indian, probably Bengal, 1 origin. It will be noted that 
on it, as on the similar coins of Iltutmish, the Sultan is given the lesser 
title of jjaxjl, in spite of the fact that by a.h. 601, when the coin was 
struck, Mu'izzu-d-dln’s brother was dead and he was himself lord of 
Ghaznih. The coin, which was obtained by Mr. Nevill from Rawalpindi, 
is unique. 

When the battle of Taraori 2 opened to Muhammad the gates of 
Hindustan, the local gold currency consisted of small coins, based prob¬ 
ably on a 40 rati (72 grains) standard with a rude figure of Lakshml on 
one side and the Raja’s name in Nagari on the other. With a keen eye 
to the advantages of propaganda, Muhammad adapted his earliest coins 
to those of established popularity, retaining both the figure of Lakshml 
and the Nagari characters, and substituting only his own name. Examples 
of this are seen in Nos. 4 and 5, which are adaptations of the coins of 
the Qanauj and Mahoba dynasties. 

The same practice was observed in respect of the billon coins of 32 
rails, with the bull of $iva on the obverse and a horseman outlined on 
the reverse. These formed the mass of the local currency and were 
popularly known as ‘ Dehllwals \ No. 36 A shows the transition stage, 
the obverse bearing the name of the conqueror and the reverse that of 
the conquered—PrithvI Raja. The latter was subsequently dispensed 
with and round the horseman appear the words fufacL the Nagari 
equivalent of the Persian —Amir—the title used by the GhaznavT 
and Ghurl kings (Nos. 10-13). Although mint-names do not appear 
on Muhammad’s coins—with one or two possible exceptions (Nos. 35 A 
and 36), it is permissible to assign with a reasonable degree of accuracy 
many of his coins to particular localities. For instance Nos. 7-9 with 
their modified Ghurl horseman and square lettering are clearly coins 
current in Muhammad’s northern territories after his accession to the 


1 Bengal was conquered for Muhammad in a.h. 599. 

2 Tarain (Vincent Smith). Tariiorl (Tnlawarl) is near P&nipat. 


TURKS 


\|$fO 

-y ’Professor Barthold (Zeitschrift der Deutscken Morgenldnclischen (jeslll 
fy schaft , Leipzig, 1907, p. 192) who gives convincing reasons for the 
form ‘ Iltutmish ’—■* maintainer of the kingdom This was foreshadowed 

by Stanley Lane-Poole in B.M.G. (1884), p. xxix, though a different 
interpretation was given. The form * Iltutmish 5 has been adopted in 
the Cambridge Histonj of Indict (vol. iii). It is supported by a large 
preponderance of numismatic evidence. Though no less than four forms 
of the name appear on the coins—viz. and 

—the last of these four is by far the commoner. Sir Denison 
Ross has drawn attention ( BS.O.B ., 1932, p. 1101 (Notes and Queries)) 
to two poems in the Tabaqdt-i-Nasirl of Minhiiju-s-Siraj where the two 
‘t’s ’ are required by the metre. They are given clearly in the Nagaii 
transliteration on the reverse of coin No. 121 of this Catalogue. 

As regards the first syllable, the numismatic evidence is strongly in 
favour of the long initial I. On the coin No. 121, which is the only 
specimen known to me on which the beginning of the second line of the 
Nagari legend is visible, the first letter, though not clear enough for 
certainty, is almost undoubtedly an initial long I. Badauni calls the 
Sultan but attaches to the word a meaning that cannot be 

accepted (Thomas, Chron., p. 44 and note). 

Professor Barthold points out that the reading ‘ tut ’ is supported by 
a very fine MS. of the Tdjic-l-Ma'dsir of Nizami (dated a.h. 829) in the 
University library of St. Petersburg, in which the ‘ u ’ vowel mark is 
shown. Major E. de Zambaur in his list of the Governors of Al-Rayy 1 
gives the name of fltutmish-al-Turkl as the Governor in A.H. 289. 

There are but two gold coins of Iltutmish known. One of these 
belonged to Colonel Guthrie and is described by Thomas (Chron., p. 78). 
It is now in Berlin. The other is in the cabinet of the American Numis¬ 
matic Society. In weight they follow what, it is suggested, was the 
indigenous Indian standard of 40 rails (= 72 grains). They are both, 
probably, of Bengal origin as the mint name, Gaur, in the obverse area 
of one of them shows, and thus they help to fix the mintage of the silver 
tanlcahs Nos. 49 PI, I, J. 

The silver tanlcah of Iltutmish is seldom obtainable, in spite of the 
apparently large number of varieties catalogued. No less than six of 
these varieties, however, are known from a single find only. Some 
fifty-five years ago a small but valuable hoard of 37 pieces was discovered 
in the fort of Bihar, at that time in the province of Bengal. In 1880 
another small hoard of 38 silver coins was found within the municipal 
limits of Gauhati (Assam). Only 14 of the coins were, however, 
recovered. The coins of the Bihar find, which ?ame into the hands of 


1 Manuel de Gencalogic et de Chronologie pour Vhistoirc de l'Islam, Kanover, 1927, p. 44. 
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j^rie ancl are now in the Kaiser Friedrich Museum, Berlin, have y. 
with fully by Thomas in his Initial Coinage of Bengal , MXSH 
1, 1873, to which reference may advantageously be made. The 
Gauhati coins are described by Dr. Hoernle in J.A.S.B., 1881, p. 53. 

Ihe contents of these finds included ‘so many clearly local pieces’ 
that on that ground and on their provenance Thomas had no hesitation 
m attributing the coins bearing the names of the Dehll Sultans to a 
Rengal origin. This conclusion receives strong confirmation from the 
gold piece No. 49 f referred to above, of which No. 491 is, but for the 
absence of mint-name, an exact counterpart. Hoernle (J.A.S.B., 1881, 

P- 70) on the other hand was inclined to the view that the absence of 
any mint-name on a coin of a Dehll Sultan implied that the coin was 
minted at Dehll. But the weight of the evidence appears to be in favour 
ot ihomas s conclusion. It is significant that with the exception of 
a sing le piece found in the district of Gurgaon in the Pan jab none 
ot these silver ‘ horseman ’ coins has been found north of Bihar. 

The silver tankahs of Iltutmish fall readily into four groups. The 
r8t of these > .which provides the earliest examples of the Indo-Muham¬ 
madan tanlcah, is characterized by the figure of a horseman at the charge 
eariynig a mace on the obverse. In the reverse legend the Sultan is 
entitled (A1 Qutbi), which, as Thomas points out, may refer to his 

original position as a freed slave of Qutbu-d-din Aibak, whose son-in-law 
16 subsequently became, or to the fact that he belonged to the Qutbi as 
opposed to the Mu'izzf faction of nobles, ‘ who had already tried conclu¬ 
sions with each other, to the disadvantage of the latter \ 

ihe dates on these horseman tankahs (a.h. 614 and 616) show that 
ie y must have been struck by Hisamu-d-dm 'Ewaz Governor of Bengal 
in acknowledgement t f the claims of Iltutmish to the Sultanate, 
utmish did not himself go to Bengal till a.h. 622. 

^ be other three groups have on their obverses the names respectively 
0 e Khalifas, A1 Nasir-li-din Allah who died in A.H. 622, A1 Zahir, his 
successor, and A1 Mustansir b’illah, who followed his father in the 
±Uiahfate in a.h. 623. 

Group III is known by three coins only, all found in Bihar. 

Group IV contains the rare coin or medal (No. 50 c) which records 

ab-nnW name ° f the — alifa ' This > as Thomas suggests, was probably 
1 ck to commemorate the arrival ot the Khalifa's diploma of invest; 
we m a.h. 626. ' 

No tfwk" r y k b 6 v Called als ° t0 the tankah No ' 52 A and half <a nkih 
No' 52 o i W , ai ' e UniqUa The legenc,s of the interesting coin 
cabinets * “ f ° U ° WS fl '° m s P eci ™ns in various 
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/ohrone, when he was u UaUl. Similarly Nos. 17-19 may b(^ ^ „ 

assigned to Narwar and its neighbourliood, the debased representation 
of the horseman being characteristic of the coins of that locality (Cunn. 
C. M. I., pi. X). Nos. 10-13 are ‘ Dehllwals 5 par excellence, and it is 
suggested that the crescent under the horseman in Nos. 14 and 15, 
which also appears subsequently on the coins of Mahmud son of Muham¬ 
mad and Yildiz, indicates a Lahor mintage. The remarkable coin 
No. 15 a with its unique substitution of ‘Sikandar’ for ‘Sri’ in the 
obverse legend possibly hails from the same locality. Nos. 20-23 have 
also been assigned by Thomas to Labor. The title ^**J\ shows that 
they belong to the period of Muhammad’s delegated sovereignty, and 
they were possibly replaced later by the type of No. 16, the lettering on 
which points to a Labor origin. The place of issue of the little rayed 
copper coins (Nos. 33-35) is obscure. The bull on them is of the 
Kuraman. type and the issue of a similar type by Yildiz suggests a 
northern mintage. In this connexion, however, attention may be called 
to coin No. 36 with its suggested reading in the rayed circle. 

It may be noted that except in the issues of Dehli and Narwar the 
weights of Muhammad’s billon coins seldom come up to the indigenous 
purdna standard of 32 rails, or 57-6 grains. This does not seem to be 
due to wear and tear but rather to the lower standards prevailing in the 
north during Ghaznavl ascendancy, and therefore influencing Muham¬ 


mad’s currency. . 

Assay (App. B) suggests that the Dehliiual (No. 10) contained 

150 parts of fine silver out of 1000. Out of ten coins selected at random 
three were altogether devoid of silver and these may reasonably be 
regarded as coins that were introduced into the currency by illegitimate 
methods. The remaining seven give an average silver content of nearly 
7-75 grains. A very slightly lower average (7-07 grains) is found in the 
six assayed coins of Narwar issue (No. 17). 


MAHMUD BIN MUHAMMAD 

On the assassination of Muhammad the headship of the family vested 
in his nephew Mahmud, the son of his elder brother, but the Ghaznih 
sovereignty was assumed by Taju-d-dln Yildiz apparently without 
opposition from Mahmud, who was content with the northern provinces 
of his father’s kingdom. Thomas (p. 31) writes * whether these coins 
were issued by Yildiz, or by local governors opposed to his pretensions 
on Muhammad Ghurl’s death, or even, as is not impossible, minted by 
Qutbu-d-dln himself, in the outlying districts of Labor, it would be pre¬ 
mature at present to attempt to decide *. Nothing to alter this apprecia¬ 
tion has since come to light. Indeed that these coins were issues of 
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ju# who was indebted to Mahmud both for his manumission MA E 
iation in the sovereignty of the Indian provinces, is highly BIN 

MAD 


TAJU-D-DIN YILDIZ 


YILDIZ 


Yildiz was not a Sultan of Dehll, and his coinage scarcely comes Catalogue 

within the scope of this Catalogue. The list of coins described is in no ^os. 

L ° 39—49 a 

way comprehensive. Pages 12-14 

As already stated (p. 68) he became ruler of Ghaznih after Muham¬ 
mad’s death in 602 A.H., and as such exercised sway over the Indian 
dependencies of the Ghaznih dynasty, including Labor. For these, it 
may safely be assumed, coins Nos. 44-48 A were struck, with the familiar 
modification of the Kabul horseman and the characteristic square letter¬ 
ing of that locality. Kuraman is on the north-west frontier of India 
and lay on the route of Muhammad bin Sam’s various expeditions. 

Yildiz was in charge of this district before Muhammad’s death, and he 
seems to have established the mint there. 1 The coins are distinguished 
by the figure of a standing bull on the obverse (No. 49 a). After 
Qutbu-d-dln Aibak’s death Yildiz attempted an invasion of India on his 
own account but was defeated by iltutmish in A.H. 611, captured, and 
imprisoned in Badaun where shortly after he died or was murdered. 


QUTBU-D-DlN AIBAK aibax 

Though ,we are told that Qutbu-d-dln Aibak did coin money in his Catalogue 
own name, none but a few little copper pieces of the rayed circle type, N° s - 
which most probably Were issued from Kuraman, have come to light. 

Similarly none are known of his son Aram Shah. Those attributed ° ° 

by Thomas to him have been shown by more complete specimens to be 
coins of Bahram Shah (Nos. 184—187), while the coin assigned by 
Long worth Dames ( J . R. A. $., April, 1908, 1 The Mint of Kuraman ’) 
to the same Sultan is a coin of Iltutmish—No. 88 of this catalogue. 


ILTUTMISH 


lliTUT- 

MXSX 


The name of this Sultan has generally appeared in Catalogues as ' 

‘ Altamsh ’, but this word has no meaning in Turk! and various emenda- 9 ltaloguo 
tions have been suggested. The most authoritative of these is that of' 4!)'i-l63 c 
, . . . PAros US-37 

An interesting pape- on ‘The Mint of Kuraman’, by the late Mr M .v V 

Dames, appeared in the ourncil of the Boyal Asiatic Society for April 1908. DongWorth 
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(B.M. L.M.) jJlsJ-. 

) Zf* cr* 

(B.M.) j j &_Luj 


The reading Ay>. ^, which is now suggested, must be 

regarded as tentative. It would mean ‘ out of the capitation (kharaj = 
jizya) levied on Qanauj and infidels 

The reign of Iltutmish stands out as a landmark in the coinage of 
DehlL There need be no hesitation in advancing the proposition that his 
tanJcah was, as the weights indicate, the model on which the tankahs of 
subsequent Sultans were based, and to them can be traced the modern 
‘ rupee 5 . It has been shown in the article in App. A, reprinted from the 
J.A.S. B., that there is good reason for supposing that the tankah 
represented a tolah —as Ferishta tells us in connexion with the tankahs 
of 'Alau-d-dln—and that the tolah consisted of 96 ratls , as found later 
by Babur. The division into 100 ratls suggested by Thomas, for which 
a somewhat farfetched reliance is made on the authority of rfhe early 
post-Vedic commentaries, is not reconcilable with the coins. For the 
weight of the official rati in grains an arbitrary figure (1-8 grains) 
which does not differ largely from the various speculative figures hitherto 
put forward and which fits in with the ascertained weights of the coins, 
has been adopted. Thus the normal weight of the tanJcah should have 
been 172-8 grains at the time of issue. 

To Iltutmish also, it would seem, belongs the credit of introducing the 
jltal into the currency as a specific coin. We have no contemporary 
records to assist us in determining what were the relative values of the 
coins under the new scheme. It .has hitherto been accepted that the 
jltal was ‘ merely a continuation of the old Hindu Dehllwals under 
the more popular and less exclusively metropolitan name ’ (Th., p. 47). 
The assay results, however, as set out in App. B, suggest that this view 
requires modification. They go to show that the Dehllivdl contained— 
taking the average of 13 coins—from 7 to 8 grains of silver, but that 
the coin which Iltutmish introduced as his billon unit, though it re¬ 
sembled closely the DeMlwal in type and general appearance, represented 
a much lower intrinsic value. Four of these coins (No. 54) have been 
assayed and give a mean return of 3-90 grains of silver. This is perhaps 
hardly a sufficient basis for a definite valuation but is probably not very 
wide of the mark. Exactitude and homogeneity in the composition of 
the individual billon coins was practically an impossibility. The assay 
therefore of a larger number of coins of the different varieties issued by 




jy much to be desired and would yield valuable metrological 1] 
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But it is clear from the assay of coins of similar type MISH 
struck by Bahrain Shah. Mas'ud Shah, and Nasiru-d-din Mahmud that 
the lower value started by Iltutmish was intentional and persisted. 

This may explain why the author of Tdju-l-Madsir, who lived in the 
first half of the seventh century a.ii., ‘ refers his money value nearly 
exclusively to Dehlfavdls while Minhaju-s-Siraj who had more extensive 
and later experiences reckons his totals in jltals and tankahs of silver * 

(Th., p. 47). The earliest reference that I can trace to the use of the 
expression jltal in contemporary histories is in the Tabaqdt-i-NasirZ 
(E. D., ii, p. 322). 

‘ Qutbu-d-din purchased him (Iltutmish) and the other slave for one 
lakh ol jltals (in Dehll).’ 

But it must be remembered that Minhaju-s-Siraj was writing when 
the term Dehllwdl was no longer in common use. If the Dehllwdl 
was also a jltal, Iltutmish must have devalued the jltal for adaptation 
to his new currency scheme. That the jltal cannot have been merely 
money of account, as Thomas seemed to think, we know from passages 
ln contemporary literature from which the existence of the jltal as ‘ a 
palpable coin ’ must necessarily be inferred. 1 

At the end of the seventh century we have Ferishta’s authority for 
the proposition that the tankah was equivalent to 50 jltals. There had 
been no material alteration in the coinage by that date since the time of 
Iltutmish. It may then be reasonably suggested, if the coins themselves 
support the suggestion—as they do—, that the tankah of Iltutmish was 
equivalent to the same number ol jltals as that of ‘Alau-d-din. Assuming, 
however, a tankah of 96 ratls , and taking the ascertained silver content 
of the billon coins, an equation of 48 jltals to the tankah would be more 
in keeping with probabilities than one of 50 jltals . The fractional 
silver issues of the seventh century point emphatically to a tankah of 
48 jltals. To that extent Ferishta’s statement, which after all was made 
some centuries later, must be regarded as indirectly corroborative rather 
than implicitly correct. It seems likely that Ferishta, a resident of the 
Uakkhan, had in mind the 50 -jltal tankah of which there is evidence in 
the reign of Muhammad-bin-Tughluq and which was current chiefly in 
South India. 
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The jltal then may be taken as equivalent to 2 Tatis of sil^e: __ 

<$-6 grains on the weight accorded to the rail in the article reprinted in 
App. A. And it is, we think, safe to assert that the coins which assay 
has shown to approximate that silver content wer ejltals. 

Large numbers of these jltals were issued by Iltutmish in imitation 
of Muhammad's Dehllwals, with his name in Nagari—‘ Suritan (Sultan) 
Sri Samasadln ’—over the bull and ‘ Sri Hamlra ’ round the horseman. 
From Nos. 54-67 it will be seen that a large variety of marks—possibly 
indicating the year of issue or the moneyer of the time—appears on the 
jhul and hindquarter of the bull. Those on Nos. 67 and 67 A seem to refer 
definitely to the years of issue—s. 1289 and 1290 = A.H. 629 and 630, 
and Nos. 121-122 provide another example of a date on a billon coin, in 
this case both in the Samvat and Hijrl eras. These latter coins, with 
the Nagari inscription and a date occupying the full reverse, are adapta¬ 
tions of the Narwar issues and Thomas suggests that they were struck 
on the conquest of Rantambhor. 

Nos. 68-72 are interesting as enabling the complete legend round the 
bull to be restored and it is suggested that this billon issue was intended 
to publish the Khalifa’s recognition in a.ii. 626 in the same way as the 
silver tankah No. 50 c. Nos. 73-77 with ‘ Sri Shallfa ’ over the bull 
and ‘ Sii Hamlr’ over the horseman mark the succeeding stage. 

No. 81 is another example of the suzerainty of the Dehll Sultan 
being acknowledged on the coins by the local Hindu Raja—as observed 
above in the case of Muhammad bin Sam and PrithvI Raja (No. 36 a)* 
This coin superseded Chahada Leva’s own coins with a similar reverse 
but on the obverse * Asawarl Sii Samanta Deva ’ round the bull, and 


was itself superseded by No. 81 A. 

The coins with the Sultan’s name in Arabic on the obverse and the 
horseman reverse were probably issued for currency in the north, but 
No. Ill and those following show that the type was extended to more 
southerly Hindu provinces. In No. 122 B and most of the copper issues 
Iltutmish confined himself to Arabic legends on both sides. 

In addition to the four specimens of No. 54, two of No. 91, and one o 
No. 81 have been assayed, and returns show that they correspond 
silver content with the Dehllwals of Muhammad bin Sam. No. 81 
probably only an adaptation of Chahada Deva’s own coins for loc* 1 
currency, but No. 91 would presumably represent, allowing for soiu^ 
debasement, a 3 -jltal piece or sixteenth of a tankah —the equivalent 0 
the modern anna. , 

There are numerous copper coins belonging to this period which do Q° 
bear the name of any king but have alwaj^s been assigned to IltutmF 
From their type they clearly belong to this period. Curiously enoug ' 
considering its value as propaganda, the publication of the reigni* 1 ^ 
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name on the copper coinage does not appear to have been held ILTUT- 
iimportance as on issues of higher value. We have the same MISH 
phenomenon in the copper issues of Babur, Humayun, and even Ale bar. 

ISo. 134 starts a type which continued down to the reign of Ghiyasu- 
d-dln lughluq and thus provides a basis for certain metrological con- 
elusions which are discussed in App. A. In connexion with Nos. 138-139 
ie erence may be made to Longworth Dames’s paper in the J.R.A.S. of 
April^ 1908 on ‘ the Mint of Kuraman\ The mint-name was read as 
u tan by Thomas (Citron., p. 76) who observed that was substituted 
01 p in many MSS. of the Tabaqat-i-Nasin. Longworth Dames, how¬ 
ever, assigns these coins to Banian (Banu) on the north-west frontier and 
considers that they may have been issued by the Khwarizm Sultans 
between a.h. 611 and 618. This view has much to commend it, but the 
uncertainty justifies the inclusion of the coin in this series, especially as 

. 122d shows thafc u^ 1 was a phrase used by Iltutmish on his 
coins. 

'Iltutmish was a great moneyer. That he established the silver 
tankah and the billon jital on a firm footing was in itself a remarkable 
achievement. The influence of his silver tankah mav be said to have 
continued down to the present day. His incorporation of the indigenous 
S^-rail weight standard into his currency scheme was a skilful m0 ve 
which made for both popularity and permanence. Iltutmish may also 
be credited with extending to India the trans-frontier practice of puttino- 
on the tankah the name of the mint-town, 1 a practice which was con- 
tinued in subsequent years by his successors and to a still greater 
extent by the Suns and the Mughals. Moreover, he enhanced the 
importance to be attached to the currency by the complete provision 
which lie made in the copper coinage for the needs of all, even the 
poorest, his ‘adls’ being found weighing as little as 8 to 10 grains. 

We may surmise that these small pieces bore no fixed relation to the 

40-mh f ulus, No. 134, but were dealt with in the markets on their 
metal value. 
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° l thia , Sul f n “ e , known and but few Of his silver Catalogue 
‘ 8 rel !? D ’ indeed, only lasted seven months. It will beNos. 

noticed that both Firuz and Razlyya sought to enhance the security of 153 »-160 
their tenure of the throne by invoking the aid of their father’s name on Pa § e338 - 39 
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No. 153 d is an outstanding coin, of which only two specimens are 
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known. One of these is in the British Museum (from General Cii 
ham); the other in the Lucknow Museum was recently acquired from 
the cabinet of the late Mr. Longworth Dames. An unusual but com¬ 
mendable feature of this coin is the position assigned to the date and 
mint in the area instead of in the margin where they ran great risk of 
being obscured in process of striking. Another similar instance will be 
observed in the coinage of Mu'izzu-d-din Kaiqubad (No. 261). 

The billon currency is confined to the three varieties of jltals — 
(a) the bull and horseman type of the old Delillwal , ( b ) the northern 
India issue with its Arabic legend in place of the bull, and (c) the 
Central India coin with the rude Narwar reverse. 

No copper coins are recorded. 


RAZf YYA RAZIY YA 

Catalogue No gold coins of Raziyya are traceable, though Mr. Gibbs in the 
Nos. Num. Ghron. for 1885, Pt. Ill, p. 216, refers to two of which he had 

161 — 171 b Her silver tanJcahs are of three types—all very scarce. On No. 161 

Pages 10 43 be geen Hiat Raziyya uses her father’s name to the exclusion of 

her own, the only indication that the coin is hers being the date and the 
5^3 in the last line of the reverse area. Three specimens only are known 
of the second type, which is of the Delill mint (No. 161 a). The third; 
which is the least rare, is a Bengal issue. It is known of three dates'-" 
A.H. 634, 635, and 636. On this issue the Sultan is entitled 
but on the second type and on her billon coins she appears as M* * 
On her billon jltals Raziyya discards the bull obverse in all her types* 
The earliest issue is clearly that on which she calls herself an 

‘daughter of’ (oJd) the Sultan. It is a little surprising to find he 1 
reviving the rayed circle copper type, if Nos. 170 and 171 were struc | 
by her. Neither her predecessor nor her successor issued any coins 0 • 
lower value than the jltal. There can have been no scarcity of h e 
father’s copper currency. 


BAHBAM 13 AH It AM 

Catalogue No gold coins of this 8ultnn have been found and his silver tanb' 1 '^ 
Nos - of throe varieties, are scarce. The third variety (No. 172 B- now 1 ^ 

Pago/i3-46 I,lJiuu Muscum ’ Calcutta) is known from a single specimen in a fin 1 
the Murshidabad district of Bengal. ^ 

Bahrain’s jltals are of several types. A special feature of interes ^ 
the substitution of the Sultan’s name in Arabic over the horseman 
place of the usual c Sri Hamlra ’ on what I have cal led the northern In 
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insertion of the mint-name c Dehll 1 on one variety of this BA! 
6e noted as indicating its more southerly extension. No coins 
der denomination seem to have been struck. 

A single specimen of the jltal (No. 176) which has been assayed 
gives a silver content of 3-10 grains, showing that Bahrain carried on 
the jltal of Iltutmish. 



MAS'UD 


MAS tfl) 


After a long break we again come to a gold currency. But it is Catalogue 
repiesented by a solitary coin (No. 187 a). This was obtained in Calcutta ^ os * 
in 1909 and is described by Mr. H. E. Stapleton in Pt. I of his ‘ Contribu- L^ 4 2 i 8 R t 
tions to the History and Ethnology of North Eastern India’ (J.A.S.B., g 
j»10, p. 149). It is the counterpart in gold of the silver tankah (No. 

1«8b) which was found at GauhutI (Assam) in 1880 (J.A.S.R, 1881, 
p. 58) and is figured as No. 119 in the I.M.C. Its provenance and 
that of the silver tankah resembling it, together with the peculiar 
lettering (the distinctively Bengal rendering of the ^.1 may be instanced), 
indicate that these coins were struck in Bengal rather than in the 
capital. The same may be said of Nos. 188 a and 188 o. No. 188 is 
clearly a Dehll struck coin. All these four types bear the name of the 
Khalifa A1 Hustansir bi’llah, the latest date known being a.h. 64.1 
Coins with the name of A1 Must'asim. who succeeded in a.h. 640, start 
from the same year. They are difficult to get with a clear date. Indeed 
the moneyers art seems to have touched a very low point in this 
reign. 

Mas ud s billon currency provides another example of dated coins, 
presumably jitals, (Nos. 190 a and 191) of the type noticed in the reign 
of Iltutmish (Nos. 67 and 67 a). No. 207 a on which the bull faces to ' 
the light is a rare coin. Of the northern India issues there is an earlier 
type on which the Sultan is entitled and a later one on which is 
. An assay of six coins of these last two varieties by Mr. Plender- 
leith gives a resultant average of grains of silver per coin. A further 
assay of four specimens of No. 211 at the Royal Mint yields an approxi¬ 
mately similar result (2-31 grains). Thus it is clear that Mas'ud made no 
at tempt to retain the standard of Iltutmish and wo may, 1 think, conclude 
that the lnllo n coins were seldom intended to be more than tokens which 

it was open to the Sultan to debase or not as circumstances or fancv 
dictated. * Y 

In this reign again we find no coins of smaller value than the jltal 
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Catalogue With Nasiru-d-dm Mahmud gold begins to assume a larger importance 

Nos. ° in the currency. The coins are also of improved artistic merit. But 
219-239 the gold tankahs are by no means common. Thomas does not record 
Pages52-58 one> qq ie j)^]^ j ssue appears to have been restricted to the last half 
of the Sultan’s reign, No. 219 of a.h. 653 being the earliest so fa r 
observed. 

No. 219 a is of special interest. Its counterpart in silver is the 
tankak No. 225 e which has provided so much food for speculation 
(Thos., pp. 81-84 and 1881, pp. 62-65). Thomas attributed 

the coin to the Nasiru-d-dm Mahmud, eldest son of Iltutmish, who was 
Governor of Bengal and died in a.h. 629. This attribution, however, 
has been convincingly refuted by Hoernle. At the same time one may 
venture to disagree with Hoernle’s conclusion that the mint from which 
these tw ' coins came was Dehll and assert with some confidence that 
they were of Bengal origin. They bear a striking resemblance in letter* 
ing and style to Nos. 225 B and c, and other coins which are admittedly 
of Bengal mintage. The method, for instance, of writing j~*\ and W 
the obverse is characteristic of the Bengal issues of the time, and it may 
be noted that 219 a, 225 e, and 225 B (the latter a LaknautI coin) all call 
the Emperor ^ sU Their obverses are identical with those 

of the gold and silver tankahs of Mas'ud (Nos. 187 A and 188 b) both 0 
which had their provenance in the Bengal quarter. The absence 0 
gold Dehll tankahs earlier than A.H. 653 combined with their reguK* 1 
issue subsequently and their careful record of the mint is also agains fc 
No. 219 a hailing from Dehll. It is a reasonable assumption that th* s 
coin and its corresponding silver tankak were struck in a.ii. 644, 
hurried issue making use of an existing obverse die either inadvertent 
or perhaps in ignorance, owing to the distance from the capital, of th 0 
change in the Khalifate. This issue quickly made way for the 225 # 
type, struck probably in a.ii. 645. 

Practically every year of the reign is represented in the series of tb® 
ordinary Dehll silver tankak and the coin is only uncommon in go° d 
condition. No duplicates, however, of the five tankahs 225 A to E & r0 
traceable. 

No. 225 d on which, after the Sultan's name, the word ishjy. 1 
decipherable in an otherwise obscure legend, was apparently struck h/ 
lkhtiyaru-d-dln Yuzbak (Mughlsu-d-din), the Governor of Bengal, whe n 
meditating the independence which he had assumed, as other coins sho^ 
by a.h. 653, and Hoernle is probably correct in fixing the date as A.H. 
or 652. 
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/ c, struck at LaknautI in a.h. 655 in the month of Safar, 
egarded as marking the termination of that independence. 

^ 225 A is a notable coin in the Lucknow Museum giving the mint- 
name of Badauu, a town, now the head-quarters of a district in Rohil- 
khand, United Provinces, which was of considerable importance at the 
time. No. 226, a unique half rupee, was originally in the cabinet of 
Mr. C. S. Delmerick. 



In this reign we get the first tiny silver mdshas, twelve of which went 
to the tankah . They can hardly have been a convenient coin and were 
possibly confined to largesse. On them the Sultan calls himself . 
Rodgers thought he could read on one of these coins (R. iv. 15) 

but the reading is doubtful. 

Mahmud s billon types present no unusual features except that half 
pieces seem to have been struck. 

An assay of nine ordinary specimens of No. 228 undertaken by 
Mr. Plenderleith of the British Museum staff showed that the average 
silver content of each coin was about 3 grains. A further assay of ehdit 
coins of the same type at the Royal Mint gives a silver resultant°of 
,3-21 grains per coin. In the face of these two independent assays, con¬ 
firming each other, it is difficult to account for the statement of Thomas 
on p. 127 of the Chronicles that twelve coins of the same type assayed 
‘ by the usual native process of blowing-off the copper with lead ’, ^ ave 
a return of 12 grains of silver per coin. That an error has creptlnto 
this statement, or the assay to which it referred, is clear. The improba¬ 
bility of a silver content as high as 12 grains per coin is further supported 
by the results of the assay of the ‘ bull and horseman ' jitals of Mahmud’s 
predecessors of which No. 228 was the direct successor. 

It is necessary therefore to modify the statement in N. S., xxxviii, 
(App. A.), that a jltal at this time represented one-twelfth of a tankah , 
a theory which was based on the assay results quoted by Thomas. It now 
seems more reasonable to suppose, as has already been noted in connexion 
with the coinage of Iltutmish, that the equation 1 tankah — 48 jllals 
which will be found to be current in the time of Muhammad Tughluq 
had an earlier origin and was, indeed, contemporary with the introduction 
of the silver tankah by Iltutmish. That there was in the reign of 
Muhammad bin Tughluq a tankah of 50 jitals will be seen later, but the 
evidence indicates that it came to Dehll from South India. 

I lie copper currency of this reign is very scarce and consists mainly 
of minute pieces ranging from 12 to 17 grains, examples of which have 
eon seen in an earlier reign. The weight, however, of No. 238 is 
unusual. 
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TURKS 


BALBAN 


<§L 


BALBAN 


Catalogue Balban’s gold and sil ver tankahs are well struck in bold relief. They 
Nos. follow the standardized types-legends in circular areas for gold, in square 

240-256 b areas f or silver. 1 . 

Pages58-63 ma j n interest in the currency of this reign lies in the extension 

of the mint system as sIiowd by the existence of coins—both silver and 
copper-struck at mints other than the Capital viz. Alwar, Lakhnauti, 
Sultanpur, and Fakhrabad. On the silver coins the word Kkitta (‘dis¬ 
trict’) precedes the mint name. The coins are Nos. 242 a, 243 and 
s 243 a, 255 and 255 a and are of great rarity. Fakhrabad has not been 
allocated. The fabric of the Sultanpur coins suggests a northern origin, 
and Sultanpur is probably the town of that name on the east bank of 
the river Beiis in the Kapurthala State (N.S., xxxv, p. 129). 

The small silver masha continued to be struck but few are known. 

>i This reign sees the last appearance of the horseman on the billon 

coins, and No. 246 a is the only specimen recorded of its type. It be¬ 
longed to General Cunningham but seems to have been lost at sea wit 
so many other coins from the same cabinet. 

Balkan started a new bilingual type of his own (No. 244) in mixed 
metal which his successors imitated. An assay of nine of these coins 
(excluding one of pure copper) shows that they contain on an average a 
little under five grains of silver per coin (App. B ). An assay of 
coins of 'Alau-d-din Muhammad, of similar type and evidently intende 
to represent the same value, gives an average silver content of 4-2o grains 
per coin. In both cases the silver exceeds the requirements for a ptaL 
Were these coins intended to be 2-jital pieces—token coins passing a 
the rate of twenty-four to the tankah ? Billon coins lend themselves to 
debasement without affecting appreciably the appearance of the coinu 
its early career, and, as stated in N.S., xxxviii (App. A), we cannot 
accept the view that these coins of mixed metal ‘relied for then 
in every day use on the determination in each case by buyers and seller 
of the amount of silver in the coin That a sufficiency of jitals existe 
in the country from the issues of previous reigns may be conceded witn 
out difficulty and Balkan may well have studied the convenience of th 
public and at the same time his own profit, in starting a coin of * » 
and useful value with a new design. The authority of the So * 
was sufficient to allow of these coins being accepted at their issue v 
without minute inquiry into their intrinsic content. Ba ban s re 
had no contemporary chronicler and Zia Barm, who m point of time 
the nearest-having been born in the reign of Eaiqubad-makes 
reference to Balban’s coinage in his account of that bultans h 
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the new billon issues were twenty-fourths of a tanhah 
would be popularly called, jltal dugdnl, they would fit well 
scale indicated by the existence in this reign of the little silver 
twelfths of a tcinJcah, or mdshas , and of sixths and thirds in the currency 
of the succeeding Sultan. 


TURKS 


In copper Balban revived the 40 -rati piece (I fulus) introduced by 
Iltutmish (No. 134) with its rare half (No. 249 c)—four of the former 
being equivalent to a jltal (App. A). He further followed the exam¬ 
ple of that Sultan by issuing a large number of small \idls, varying 
from 10 to about 36 grains which, as noticed in the case of Iltutmish, 
probably depended for their market value on the actual metal content, 
without any definite relation to the 40-ratl fulus. The weight of 
No. 249 b (56-2 grains) shows it to be a 32 -rati piece and it may be re¬ 
marked that scattered and rare instances of copper coins of this standard 
are to be found in the issues of several reigns—viz. No. 238 of Mahmud I, 
No. 269 of Kaiqubad, and No. 417 (bis) of Mubarak I. 


KAIQUBAD KAiqu* 

Thomas recorded no gold tanhah of Mu'izzu-d-din Kaiqubad but BAD 
several are now known of the first three years of the reign. The gold ^ atalogue 
and silver tunkahs follow the usual types. 257-^78 

The outstanding coins of this king are the three silver pieces 261, Pages 63-66 
262, and 262 a —weighing 56, 27-5, and 13-9 grains respectively. The 
2- and 4 -mdsha pieces have not appeared before. This series of fractional ^ 
coins has thrown a new light on the silver currency of the period and 
goes a long way towards controverting Thomas’s somewhat dogmatic 
statement ‘ so also the silver piece was divided into 8,... the quaternary 
scale was all-pervading; there was no escaping the inevitable 4’s, 16’s, 

32’s, and 64V (Chron., p. 4). This point was dealt with in the article 
in N.S., xxxviii, reprinted in Appendix A. Apart from its 

weight No. 261 is remarkable for its obverse legend, with the date and 
mint in the area—a lorm which harks back to Ruknu-d-din Flruz. 

There is but one billon issue, No. 263, also bilingual like Balban’s 
but of different design. Three coins of this type have been assayed 
(App. B) and give an average silver content of over 8 grains per coin— 
considerably more than required for a 2 -fatal piece. These coins may 
therefore be (still debased) sixteenths of a tanhah or 3 -jltal pieces—i.e 
a coin intermediate and tilling a gap between the 2 -jltal pieces of Balban 
and the silver mdsha or 4 -jltal coin. Incidentally these coins of 
Kaiqubad recall the old Dehlvwal with which they correspond in weight 
and silver content. 


a 
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TURKS 

In copper there are, as in the preceding reign, the 40 -rati fulit 
standard design and various sizes of t adl. No. 269 calls for rennu 
reason of its unusual weight—49 grains. It is too heavy for a -fulus. 



XAYtt- KAYUMARS 

MARS Sharasu-d-din Kayumars, the three-year old son of Kaiqubad, was 

Catalogue ^ forwar( j ^ TurkI nobles at Dehli while his father was still alive but 
279-279 a helpless from paralysis with a view to checking the apparent designs of 
Page 66 Firuz. But the latter proved too strong and the infant Sultan’s sem¬ 
blance of authority was shortlived. His coins, as might be expected, are 
extremely scarce. 

Four specimens only of the silver tanlcah (No. 279) are known, 
the other three being in the British Museum, Lucknow Museum, and 
American Numismatic Society’s Cabinets. A billon coin is still to find. 
The copper piece—No. 279 A—which is unique, is of interest as carrying 
on the Sequence of these 40 -rati pieces. There need be no hesitation 
in assigning it to the present series and reign. It is of the standaid 
Dehli style and weight initiated by Iltutmish, revived by Balban, and 
continued by all the Khaljis. 
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No. 


N 

280 


Mint 

Date 


281 


M 

282 


Dehl i 
691 


694 


691 


Obverse 


Reverse 


JALALU-D-DlN FlRUZ 
a.h. 689-695. a.d. 1290-1296. 


GOIiD 


In circle; as on 279. 
Margin 

XJI sjui 

Wt. 167*9. 

S. 1*05. 

Dates observed: 

689 (H. R. N.), 690 {T.M.CX 

691. 


but j^\ is 


As on 280 

the third line, and in the 
margin 

Wt. 168*7. 

S. M. 

Dates observed: 

693 (L. 1XI. <?.), 694, 695 
(IM.C.). 


In circle 

jJ&eSM ubkUl 
j UjJI 

u llaUl 

Margin as on obv. but 
partly cut. 


As on 280, but the legend 
occupies the whole face of 
the coin and *li, is written 


PI. IV. 


SILVER 


In double square within 
circle, annulets in top and 
bottom segments; as on 279. 

Margin 

Wt. 162-8. 

S. 1*1. 


As on 280, but in doub] 
square within circle; anm 
lets in top and bottom set 
ments. 

Margin wanting. 



FlRtte II 
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<SL 

FlEtJZ II 


PI. IV. 
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*Noie to 299 a. R. B. has this with obverse in a square with a triangle in the centre of 

*N«te to ioo. fc flfoeae^oins have been assigned by Rodgers (R.III, p. 61) to Malik Chhajjq 
who brokt out into revolt in the second year of Finiz Shfth’s reign and is stated to have 
struck coin. I regard this attribution as doubtful. One would scarcely expect the long 
discarded bull and horseman type to bo revived by a Muslim pretender and m so crude 
a form. 
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KHALJIS 


87 



A/k\nt 

^ Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 



KUKNU-D-DIN IBRAHIM 

/R 


a.h. 695. a.d. 1296. 

SILVER 

301a* 

695 

In double square -within 
circle 

r ^\ u U a JUI 

\j>\ yl 

^lUaLJl 

No margin. 

Wt. 167. 

S. 1-25. 

In circle 

pliclll ejUAJI 
^JjJl LjjJI 

Margin 

A^a.aJ] hAa V-ij* 

J J 8-I~» 



Ref. B.M.C. 

PI. XX. 

B 


BILLON 

302- 

304 


511 uUaUl 

Jjl Jj p* 

Traces of enclosing square 
with curves in the centres of 
the sides. 

»U» 



Wt. 53; 52; 51. 

S. -65.] 

PI. IV. 

/E 


COPPER 

304a* 

— 

u lkU! 

As on 302. 



Wt. 59. 

S. -65. 




Ref. Thomas 128. 



<SL 

IBRAHlM 


*Note to SOI a. The A.N.S. has a second specimen (wt. 155-5 gra.)» 
*Noie to 804 a. R. (Labor), p. 85, gives a similar coin of 63 grs. 


In 











Ml HIST#), 



IBRAHlM 

I 


MUHAM¬ 
MAD II 



KHALJlS 


( SL 


No. 


/E 

304 b* 


Mint 

Date 


Obverse 


In circle 




Reverse 


In circle 


J 


Wt. 38. 
S. -55. 


Ref, Thomas 129 (now in 
B.M.). 


N 

305 


'ALAU-D-DIN MUHAMMAD SHAH 

A.H. 695-715. a.d. 1296-1316. 

GOLD 


jJieM jyUAJI 
^jJI , UjJI Xc 
y 1 q.II y} 
^UJI 

The legend occupies the 
whole face of the coin. 


In double square within 
circle, annulets in all seg¬ 
ments 

Without margin. 


Wt. 168. 
S. 1. 


305 a 


Dehll 

696 


As on 305. 

Wt. 168. 

S3. 1*05. 

Ref. L.M.C., 196. 


In circle; as on 305, but 

Margin 

s->. XJl SAA 
^ ,^-***-5 J 


Dates observed : 

095 (H. R. N.), 696, 697 (L.M.C.), 698 (B.M.C.), 699 
(I.M.C.), 701, 702 (L.M.C.), 704 (Th.), 705 (I.M.C.), 706, 
708 (II. R. N.), 709 (Th.), 710 ( B.M.C .), 711 (Th.), 712 
(. L.M.C. ), 713, 714, 715 (B.M.). 


*Note to 804 n. The weight is high for a half/utts, but other specimens of this type 
weigh 82.2 grs. (H.R.N.), 80-5 grs. (B.M.). and 29 grs. (R. LShor, p. 85). 
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*Note to 840 (bis). A posthumous coin, acquired in 1928. Variations occur in the foi* 11 
of the s of on coins of this type* (Cf. L.M.C.) 
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MUBA¬ 
RAK I 


KHALJIS 



373’" 

sq. 


374 


374 a 


375 

4 


Ref . 248. 


Hazrat 

Daru-1- 

Khilafat 

717 


720 


Hazrat 

D&ru-l- 

Mulk 

717 


Qufcb&bad 

Fort 

717 


In circle 

^ LijJl ,^Jaj 
4il\ IaJLa» 


Wt. 169-8. 
3. 1-1. 


Reverse 


ft, 


As on 368, but in margin 


In circle 

d ikui s^L 
tpyi U u»ui 


<u]b 


Margin 

iaAJl s ju* c-y-* 


As on 368. 


Wt. 168-8. 
S. -95. 


Dates observed: 718, 719 
(Tb.), 720. 


As on 368, but 


PI. V. 


As on 372. 


Wt. 168-7. 
S. 1-1. 


As on 372, but 
<s)Ul j\j 


PI. IV. 


Wt. 165-8. 
S. M. 


As on 372, but in margin 
jbl sjdib 


Ref. B.M. and F. M. C. 


5)1 u LkUl 

jJl wAai plac 

yj^Jl , u 


Wt. 84-ti. 

S. -85. 


/iaj\ y\ 
jUaUI »US,L. 
cM-JI ^ 


PI. v- 


(o s?s. Tlie substitution of s£~ll f.>r iiill is to be noted. 
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PI. XX. 


In circle 

All! 



Around 


PI. V. 


In square 

LijJl 

In corners 
Top ljd 

Left yfliaj 

Bottom ifiJU*. 

Right Ail! 




^.1 u'WUI 

VIA ^UaJUl 


Wt. 52; 56-4. 
S. -6. 


*Notc (o 875 a. See J.A.S.B. , N.S. XXVII, art. 1C6. 


PL V. 


^ fjfr -y 


<SL 

MUBA¬ 
RAK X 
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KHALJIS 



MUHAM¬ 
MAD II 


>4 


No. 


Mint 

Date 


B 

356- 

357 


709 


a 


Obverse 


Reverse 



As on 324-326. One has 
line below tbe legend. 


As on 324-326. 

'QOQ. 


Wt. 54*3; 55. 

S. -7. 


358 


711 


As on 324-326. No circle. 


Wt. 54-5. 
S. *7. 




359 




Wt. 53-7. 
S. -7. 


>> 

No date visible. 


Dates observed: 0 

696, 697, 698 (H. B, N.), 099 (Th.),700, 701, 702, 
704, 705, 706 (B.M.), 707, 708, 709, 710 (Th.), 711, 7 
(R—Labor). 


Similar smaller coins of rude fabric, no dates visible. 
Possibly contemporary imitations. 

Wt. 34-4; 34-6. 

S. 5. 


361 A 


As on 342 (portions, 
As on 342 (portions). date visible). 

Wt. 13-75 (worn). 

Ref H. R. N. 


361b* 


713 


UjJ\ 

S. -6. 

Ref. Berlin. 


v ir 

^lUJl 


*Note to 361 b. This appears to be of South Indian fabric. 
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KHALJIS 

101 

Obverse 

Rovorso 

In circle 




LijJl v—A-S 

IkUl 


Ajjb <_pyi 

Wt. 51-5; 53-2; 53-4. 


S. .7. 

PI. V. 

In circle 

>M y\ 

r uw 

u lkUl ,U5^U 

t, -tki 

lyllaUl 

vlv j 

Wt. 53*5; 56-5. 

S. *65. 

PI. V. 

As on 408-411, but 


vM 

Wt. 52-6. 


S. -6. 


Dates observed: 717, 718 
/.J/.C.), 719, 720 (I.M.C.). 


*1 r U5ll 

4s]\ tiu 


jjUaLJl sl^L* 


v | S jjjUabvJ\ 

Wt, 55; 56. 

S. -55. 


u 

» 

Wt. 56-4. 

vr. 

S. ‘55. 



<SL 

MUBA¬ 
RAK I 


Dates observed: 
718(U.R.N.), 719, 720. 


PI. V. 










KHALJIS 



XHUSRtt 



Obverse 


Reverse 


& 


425 


426- 

429 


>E 

429a* 


720 


720 


429 b DehlT 


BILLON 


LijJl j*oX> jjac 

ji) y 

Wt. 84. 

S. -7. 

Ref. R. V. 4 (Labor,p. 88.1). 

3M uUaUt 

LjjJl j*o\> ^as. 

•^AJI y 

Wt. 55*1. 

S. *65. 


As on 425, but vr. to left 
of ^ 

Wt. 55*7; 52-7; 55-5, 

S. -65. 


U IWU1 ili 

J) 

vr. c ^u 


y>\ 

vr. ^UaLJl 


PI. v. 


In circle 


Around 

PL V. 


COPPER 


u iyji 

Wt. 70. 

S. -6. 

Ref. R. VI. 29 ; B.M. 
In circle 








Wt. 25. 

S. -45. 


Ref R. VL 17; B.M. 


LjjJl 




PI. XX. 


In circle 


,«Ua 


PL XX. 


* A'o/e to 424 b. Probably a quarter tankali. Op. No. 876. 

*Nole to 429 a. Rodgers gives this as a coin of N5siru-d-d!n Mahmud but the form of the 
\J° i fl is more like that on the coins of Khusru. The type also is in favour of 
attribution to the latter Sultfin. The late Major R. P. Jachson had another specimen. 
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KHALJIS 

FlRUZ II fIxujzxi 

The gold and silver tankahs of Jalalu-d-dln Flrfiz are on a liigli level Catalogue 
oC execution. They are of two types—the earlier one in use from a.h. 689 
to 6J3 and the later from a.h. 693 to the end of the reign. Thomas knew p a ,res83-86 
ot but one gold tankah and that a crudely executed piece in the British 
Museum, which is of doubtful authenticity. 

Two specimens only of the rare little silver masha are known. 

In billon there is a single type with its rare half. These have the 
bilingual reverse introduced by Balban, but with a square instead of a 
circular area. Nine of these coins have been assayed (App. b.) and give 
a silver return of 2-34 grains per coin. This indicates that Flruz found 
it necessary to revive the issue ofjUals—in the now usual token form. 

The copper coinage' consisted of the standard 40 - 7 'ati piece and 
smaller 'culls. The latter, however, did not include the diminutive coins 
struck by Balban and Iltutmish. 

IBRAHIM I IBRAHIM 

Firuz was assassinated in Ramzan a.h. 695. 'Ala’u-d-dln Muhammad Catalogue 
was enthroned at Dehll in the last month of the same year. Thus Nos. 
Ruknu-d-dln Ibrahim’s reign was but a very short one and his coins p a ! 
are naturally rare’ No gold tankah and only two of silver have come a ° Li> 
to light. One of these was figured by Thomas (Chron., p. 155). The 
last sixty years have produced but one other. Billon is represented by 
a few pieces of the standard 32 -rati weight, but not of the bilingual 
type of the preceding reigns. Their value can only be decided when 
specimens are available for assay. In copper Ibrahim continued the 
40 '■rati fulus and there are 'adls of weights varying from 29 to 38 
grains, intended perhaps to be halvos of the fulHs , but probably depending 
for their value on their weight. 

MUHAMMAD II 

The gold and silver ta nkahs of 'Ala’u-d-dln Muhammad, which follow 
^ ie standardized types, are the commonest in the whole series. They 
deflect clearly the enormous quantity of gold and silver brought back by 
Ala u-d-dln and his general, Malik Naib Kaffir from the Dakhan. Nearly 
a hundred years later 'timfir, when he plundered Dehll, found ‘ vessels 


MUHAM¬ 
MAD II 

Catalogue 

Nos. 

305-36G 
Pages88-95 



MIN/Sr^ 



'UMAR B 

367 


BILLON 

311 

jJ| 

^J.11 ^ 


jb \ajl 

j+P- 

vn® ^UaLJl 


MUBA¬ 
RAK I 


N 

367 a Hazrat 
Daru-1- 
Khilafat 
(Dehlr) 
717 


368 

sq. 


718 


Wt. 56. 
S. -65. 


PI. IV. 


QUTBU-D-DlN MUBARAK 

a.h. 716-720. a.d. 1316-1320. 

GOI.S 


As on 368. 
S. -95. 
fkf. A. N. S. 


In circle; as on 368. 
Margin as on 368, but 

cr 

Pl. XXIII. 


^ L)jj\ c-Aai 


Wt. 169-9. 

S. -9. 


In square 

j%n yjlULjl 

Margin 

UiJ^cLS* | SAA 

^ j i^' 


369 

sq. 


>> 

720 


Wt. 169-3. 
S. -95. 


As on 368, but 


Dates observed: 718, 719 
(B.M.C.), 720. 


370 Qutbabad 
sq. Fort 
720 


Wt. 169. 

S. M. 


As on 369, but 

AA i_AaJ9 SJilflJ 


Dates observed: 718, 719 
(Th.), 720. 


PI. XV- 




















Ml Nisr*y 



370b 

sq. 


M 

371 


371a 


Qufcbabad 

Fort 

? 


Hazrat 

Debli 

71G 


Daru-1- 

Islani 

717 


TCTTALJlS 


9 7 


Obverse 


U3a!I *Uj ^wjlxll 
^aixjl y\ ^jJl } 

Wt. 168-3. 

S. -95. 

Ref. B.M. 


^^JUll LJj idulii. 
^j)l ^ LSjJl ^Ja-s 
Jbj\ f} 

Wt. 55-7. 

S. -6, 

Ref. B.M. 


Reverse 


In circle 

^lUJI .US'jU 

<0j\) 

Margin 

SJtlib 1 

.... M 


sliS/^ 

.jlkUl 

u lUUl 


PI. XX. 


SILVER 


^UJUl 
^ jJl ^ LjjJl 
sliS^L* ^>1 

ulUJI u lkUl 

Wt. 169-5. 

S. 1*1. 


Dates observed: 718, 717 
(Th.). 


JacMl A.» 

r r 

L-Jj siuL> 

^ U3jJl 

Wt. 170. 

S. 1-2. 


In circle 


jr 


»b 


cr^r> 

*1 


Margin 

ipAs. J - Aa-oJl 

SjUjlwa* ^ V ~ > MJ 

PI. IV. 

In circle 

^jllaUJl sU. {2)^Ua 

jpiyi ^UaUl 

^^*1 <ojb> 

Margin 

J-3 5 Jui i_j 

} ^* »»j 


uL 


Jfc/. LJ/.C., 308. 

* Nou t0 370 a- Figured in N.0. 1934, PI. III. This and No. 370 b are still unique. 
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No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

B 

416 

sq. 

718 

As on 379. 

Wt. 31-3. 

S. -5. 

As on 379. 

V 1 A 

ff. 


COPPER 

417 

sq. 


Jn square 

f UW 

Jn square 

L>jJl t-Jaj 

cJ 



Wt. 71. 

S. -6. 

Pl. V. 

417 

(bis)* 

— 

r WI 

LjjJI 

In circle 

JMJ\ 



Wt. 54-7. 

S. -65. 


418- 

421 

sq. 

Hazrat 

Daru-l- 

Khilafat 

In square 

In square 

j\* 

iiHi' 



Wt. 31-2; 33-6; 31; 32-8. 
8. .45-5. 

PI. v. 

422 

sq. 

— 

In square 

In square 

J^U\ 



Wt. 12. 

S. -35. 

PI. v. 


*Notc to 417 {bis). Acquired for D.M. in 1928. Cf. R. IV (19). 
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PI. XX. 
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of gold and silver and money without count, on which was the in 
of 'Alau-d-din Khalji* ( Chron p. 171 n.). There seems to have been 
no practice of withdrawing from currency coins of previous reigns, and 
one is tempted to wonder whether, apart from Muhammad bin Tughluq’s 
lavish expenditure,the failure of his forced currency and Timur’s invasion, 
the large holdings in the country of gold and silver coins of the first thirty 
years of the eighth century Hijri had anything to do with the fact that 
later Sultans were content with so limited a gold and silver currency. 

Tankahs from the Dehli mint are known in both metals of practically 
every year. But in a.h. 702 a concurrent issue started—also a large 
one—from a mint styled Daru-l-Islam. 'Ala u-d-din built a new Dehli 
at Slrl, some miles to the north of old Dehli, and the date of his removal 
is recorded as a.d. 1303 (a.h. 703). It has been suggested by Mr. Nevill 
(J.A.S.B. N.S. 35, art. 219) that the Sultan gave the College known 
as Daru-l-Islam in Old Dehli the right to strike coins, while the ‘Hazrat 
Dehli ’ coins were minted at Slrl. The view that Daru-l-Islam stands for 
Old Dehli is a reasonable one, though confirmation from any historical 
source is so far lacking. 

In a.h. 714 another mint was opened and coins struck for Southern 
India at the fort of Deogir, which was subsequently renamed Daulat- 
abad. This mint was used also by the Tughluqs. 

The abundance of the ‘ Dehli * gold tankahs is, paradoxically, the 
reason for their not being represented in this collection. No. 305 is, 
doubtless, a freak coin with a reverse struck from the silver die. Nos. 306 
and 323 are of some interest as showing that *Ala u-d-din was the first 
to experiment with square coins, a shape which was adopted largely by 
Qutbu-d-dln Mubarak and later by Akbar and Jahangir. A square coin 
is an object of special regard in India and is put to uses other than the 
legitimate one of currency—which explains the large resort to fabrication 
of them. 

It is a little surprising that no silver coins of small denomination are 
to be recorded in this reign, but a possible reason for the disappearance 
of the silver mdsha is the issue of a more convenient billon equivalent. 
In that mixed metal we find two types running concurrently 1 through¬ 
out the reign, both of the popular 32 -rati weight but one clearly of more 
value than the other. Thomas ( Chron ., p. 324) recorded the return of 
an assay of coins of these two types which he had received from General 
Ounningham. Ten coins of the higher value type gave an average yield 
of 8*70 grains of silver per coin; of the bilingual type 154 coins showed 
an average silver content of 2.584 grains per coin. A recent assay? 
however, made by the Royal Mint, gives strikingly different results 


1 A curious gap in the higher value bilion between a.h. 705 and 711 is to be noticed. 
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Nine coins of the higher value series had an average of 13-27 
Quiver per coin, while in 25 coins of the bilingual series the M 
silver in each coin averaged 4*25 grains. These differences 
are difficult to reconcile, but it may perhaps be reasonably inferred that 
there was less likelihood of error in the later than in the former assay. 

1 hus the bilingual coins can be assumed to be of the same denomination 
as the pieces of Balban with which they are identical in design and to 
which they approximate in silver content. This would make them 
2-jital pieces (jltcd duganl) or twenty-fourths of a tankah. At the 
same time the higher value billon may conceivably have been meant to 
td\e the place of the inconveniently small silver madia of 8 -Tatis or 
14 4 giains. Ihe absence of any pieces that can be identified with a 
is somewhat remarkable, especially when Zia BarnI speaks in the 
drllJt- i-Firuz k hahi of ‘bags of to/nkahs and jltahs ’ beincr distributed 
by 'Ala'u-d-din (E. D. } III, p. 161). 

In copper we find the 40-ra^ fulm still the principal coin, supple¬ 
mented by a coin of similar type a third of its weight—No. 366and 
an *adl with a more or less uniform weight about 28 grains. 



'UMAR umar 

Shihabu-d-din 'Umar, a child of five or six, was placed on the throne ^ t s alogu ® 
by 'Ala u-d-dln’s powerful general Malik Naib Kafur in his own interests 366 a-367 
to the exclusion of the deceased Sultan’s eldest son, Khizr Khan, who Pa g e s95-96 
was blinded, but, on Kaffir’s assassination, 'Umar was dethroned and 
imprisoned by the Regent, Mubarak, another son of 'Ala’u-d-din. His / 
coins are of great rarity. Only a single gold tankah is recorded, and but 
two or three silver ones. Billon is represented by a single type similar 
in design to No. 324 of 'Ala’u-d-din and probably of the same value. 

Iso copper coin of this puppet Suican is known. 

MUBA¬ 
RAK I 

MUBARAK I Catalogue 

Nos. 

Uie coinage of Qutbu-d-din Mubarak stands out for its boldness of 368 ~ 422 
design and the variety of its inscriptions. The coin legends of this reign G-102 
reflect accurately the arrogant vanity of the Sultan, who took a delight 
in calling himself the Alexander of the age, the most high Imam, and the 
-—all fa of Allah. The square coin was brought into vogue—apparently 
superseding the round form—in a.h. 718 or, if IMG. No. 248 has been 


1 Known from a single specimen. 
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yorrectlv read, at the close of 717, and there is perhaps no finer coifl^_ 

whole pre-Mughal series than the broad square gold tankah of high relief 
struck at * Qutbabad Fort ’—No. 370. While this is listed by Thomas, he was 
unaware of the less scarce coin of the same type from the mint of ‘ Hazrat 
Daru-l-Khilafat ’ (Nos. 368-9). The two round gold tanka!is, Nos. 367 A 
and 370 A, are the only specimens known of their types. Another re¬ 
markable and unique coin is No. 370 b, the weight of which, 55*7 grains, 
shows it to be one-third of a gold tankali. No other gold coin of this 
weight is known in this series, and this coin is of value as corroborating 
the evidence of the silver currency that the tankah consisted of 96 and 
not 100 rails. 

The silver currency is both rare and interesting. Dehll from the 
simple ‘Hazrat’ in the first issue, becomes ‘Hazrat Daru-l-Mulk’ in 
a.h. 717, and then ‘Hazrat Daru-l-Khilafat’ in the same year. The 
‘ Daru-l-Islam * mint also continues to function. 

No. 375 is a unique ha li-tanlcah which was presented to the Dehll 
Museum by a merchant of Khurja in the Bulanclshalir district. 

No. 375 a is also unique—and is another example of a two -mdshci 
piece or sixth of a tankah —sec p. 81 ante. 

Billon No. 376‘ia an unusual type of coin. It was current from 
a.h. 718 to 720 along with the square silver tankahs of which it doubt¬ 
less was a definite fractional part. It is not pure silver but contains more 
silver than the billon coins ordinarily possess, so much so that it has been 
taken for a half -tankah, to which it corresponds in weight. Two speci¬ 
mens have now been assayed at the mint, and each coin showed a silver 
content of between 29 and 30 grains, with a minute trace of gold. This 
points to the coin being a (debased) quarter of a tankah, i.e. a 3 -mdshct 
or 12 -fatal piece. 

The billon coinage of Mubarak is unusually varied. There are no 
less than eight types of which seven are of the standard 32 -rati weight. 
They start as round and change in a.h. 718 to square coins. One round 
variety (No. 408), however, is retained till the close of the reign, but 
specimens with dates later than a.h. 717 are seldom met with. Most of 
the varieties are still plentiful, but No. 416, a small coin of the type of 
No. 379, is only known from a single specimen. Examples of these 
seven 32 -rati types have been assayed at the mint—Nos, 379, 388, 390, 
394, 403, 408, and 413. The Chief Assayer’s report (App. B) goes to show 
that the highest of these in value is No. 379 with an average silver 
content per coin (excluding three without any silver which may be 
re garded as fabrications) of 17-55 grains. This indicates that No. 3/9 
Was a (debased) eighth of a tankah (= 6-jitals) which normally would 
have a silver content of 21-6 grains. Below it comes No. 388 of which 
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jive an average return of 14-06 grains of silver, making them M 
3sors of ‘Ala’u- d-dlns 4 -jital pieces (twelfths of a tanhah). The HAK 
other five types yielded an average oi’ 8 to 9 grains of silver per coin 
and were probably intended to pass like the billon of Kaiqubad as 
sixteenths of a tankali or 3 -jital pieces. 


Sl 


In point of time No. 390 seems to have been Mubarak’s first issue, to 
be superseded the same year by No. 394. These are of the normal 
Dehli style, the former being similar to No. 324 of Muhammad II. 

In a.h. 717, however, Mubarak began the extravagance of language 
which is associated with his coins, cf. Nos. 388, 403, 408, followed by the 
square issues of a.h. 718— Nos. 376, 379, and 413. 

The copper series consisted of a 40-mti fulus and three smaller types 
including an adl which approximated to a half futils in weight. 

As regards the locality of the mint town Qutbabad reference may be 
made to observations by Mr. H. R. Nevill in N. S. 35 art. 219, 

where the identification was suggested of Qutbabad with Deogir, a fort 
in the north of the Dakhan which Mubarak recaptured from rebels and 
restored in A.H. 718. This suggestion is confirmed by two lines from the 
Nihdyatu-l-Kamal written by Khusru after the capture of Deogir. 1 * 

They run: 


j. jw u-Jw J fb S ♦ ^ ~ ^ ^ d,L-* ^ 

Ay jNy* y* jl ♦ y* (jl y *J. y? 


1 Oh, auspicious (Mubarak) city of the king of happy dominions 
which received the name of Qutbabad from the Qutb (pivot) of the 
world! When infidelity (kufr) prevailed in it, demons (dev) tormented 
its inhabitants, and that is why the ancient Deo (Mahadeo ?) called it 
Deogir . . 


SHAMSU-D-DlN MAIIMUD , PRETENDER Catalogue 

. Nos. 

During Mubarak’s absence from Dehli in A.H. 718, when he went to 423-423 a 
the Dakhan and relieved Deogir, a conspiracy was set up to seize the Page 103 
tlu*one. This was discovered, and a cousin of the Sultan named Asadu- 
d-dln and the viceroy in Dehli were executed. There need be no 
hesitation in ascribing these few very rare coins either to that rebellious 
cousin or to a grandson of 'Ala’u-d-dln Muhammad * whose elevation to the 
throne was, according to Ibn Batutah, the object of the conspiracy \ 2 

1 See Bulletin of the School of Oriental Studies, London Institution, vol. v, Pt, III, 1920 
"ote.s and Queries, note by M. Wahid Mirza. 

» vol. iii, p. 121. 
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-"Reference may be made to J.A.S.B., N. S. 17 (1912) art. i02, wheSeJbJ^J 
coins are discussed by Mr. R. B. Whitehead. At that time only a single 
type of billon coin (No. 423) was known, but since then a unique specimen 
of a second type (No. 423 a) has been found, also by Mr. Whitehead. 
It is now in the British Museum. The types correspond precisely m 
style to the two billons of 'Ala u-d-din Muhammad. 
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Catalogue 

Nos. 

424-429b 
Pages 

103-104 


y 


KHUSRU 

Nasiru-d-din Khusru, who was a converted Hindu of inferior status, 
crowned the influential position he had held in Mubarak’s court by 
causing the latter to be assassinated and usurping his throne, but was 
himself, after a reign of some four months, defeated by Qhiyasu-d-dln 
Tughluq an( l executed. 

His gold tanlcahs are less rare than his silver coins, of which but tvo 
specimens are known. Of his billon coins one (No. 424 b) corresponds 
in weight to the type introduced by Mubarak (No. 376), and doubtless 
represents the same denomination. There are also two varieties of the 
32 -rati coin, similar.in style to Muhammad II’s billons but with this 
difference that the legend round the king’s name on one (No. 426) is in 
Arabic not Nagarl. The copper currency is limited to the standard 40 -rah 
fill Us and a small ' adl , both of which are exceedingly scarce. 
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No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 



GHIYASU-D-DIN TUGHLUQ 

A/ 


a.h. 720-725. 

A.D. 1320-1325. 


GOLD 

430* 

Dehli 

724 

In double square 

In circle 


^UaLJl 

sl_w 



^jJl ^ LijJI <^>Lc 

* jjllajLJl 



j&J\ } >\ 




Wt. 168. 

Margin 



S. 1-01. 

l_jU4 _5C_J1 si* 

5 j 



Dates observed: 




720 (B.M.C.), 721 (Th.), 

722 ( B.M.C. ), 723 (N.S., 35), 



724, 725 (Th.). 

431 

Daru-1- 

Islam 

724 

As on 430. 

As on 430, but 


Wt. L 68 . 

S. 1-1. 





Dates observed : 724, 725 
( L.M.C .). 


432 

Deoglr 


As on 430, but 


Fort 

Wt. 166-5. 




S. M. 

and date cut. 



Dates observed : 




721 (H. R. N.), 722 (R. IV. 3), 723 (H. R. N \ 704 



{L.M.C.) % 725 (H. H. N.). 



’i^ItS^fiuepUapl! 1 WUh ^ ° bVeree ’ bU ‘ With * rev8r3(! ol 
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No. 


TXTGHLXTQ 445- 
I 446 


447- 

448 


449- 

451 


452- 

453* 


454 


455 


456— 

459 


460- 

462 


462 a 


463 


Mint 

Date 


722 


723 


724 


"25 


715 

(sic) 


716 

(sic) 


717 

(82 C) 


726 


727 


TUGHLUQS 


Obverse 


As on 443. 

Wt. 54-4. 
S. -6. 


Wt. 55*2; 56. 
S. -65. 


Wt. 55 (2). 
S. -6-65. 


Wt. 55; 53. 
S. -6-65. 


Wt. 5 5 6. 
S. *6. 


Wt. 52-1. 
S. .6. 


Wt. 55-6; 54.6. 
S. -6. 


Wt. 55'5. 

S. -6 


Wt. 56-5. 

S. -55. 

Ref. L.M.C, 373-374. 


Wt. 55. 

S. *6. 


% 


Reverse 


As on 443. 


PI. VI. 


vrf 


but without date. 

PI. VI- 


PI. Vl- 


Pl. 


v! 














MINIS 













MINIS/-*,, 
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/R 

440 Daru- 1 - 
Islam 


Obverse 


As on 430. 


Wt. 168-8. 
S. M. 


Reverse 


As on 430, but 
r 3L3ll Jib, 
and date cut. 


Dates observed: 721 (Th.Y 
724 (B.M.), 725 (L.M.C.). 



441 


Deoglr 

Fort 

721 


»» 


Wt. 165-3. 
S. 1-15. 


3 


As on 430, but 

5 .J-U 




442 


Mulk-i- 

Tilang 

724 


As on 433. 

Wt. 166. 
S. 1. 


As on 433, but 

J ) £)'j\ 

PI. V. 


442 a 


As Suzerain of Bengal . 


In square 

fMJl ulkJUl 
^ LijJl 

j>\ 

uiwji 

Wt. 169-2. 

S. M. 


In square 

pWi a ujui 
j LojJl 
#U* 

^IkL- ^ jjUalJl 


Ref. R. V. 19 (struck in 
Bengal). 


B 

443 720 


444 721 


BILLON 

(jPjUll U UAJI 
lojJl d>Lc 

Wt. 52-3. 

S. -65. 


y\ 

vr. ,jUaLJ\ 


» » 
vr 

Wt. 50-5. 

a -6. 


I 











misr/ty 
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(fiT 

/ No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 



MUHAMMAD III BIN TUGHLUQ 



a.d. 725-752. 

A.D. 1325-1351. 

N 


GOLD 



A . Struck in memory of his father . 

475 

Debit 

In square within circle; 

In circle; as on 430, but 


? 727 

as on 430. 

fr i below jf\ 



Wt. 169'5. 

Margin 



S. -9. 









PI. VI. 

476 

Qutbabnd 


In circle 


[Baida t) 
726 

juotJl 

^alajl y\ 


LjjJl ^LiJl 

u UAJl (jiii 




#jU y 4lJl 



Wt. 170-1. 

Margin 



S. *95. 

9jJL> S ~Jl 



Wh. Type XXXV. 

_j ci***' .—»-•*> 



Dates observed: 




725 (L.W. K.) ? 720, 727 

PI, vi. 



(B.M.). 

476a 

Mulk-i- 

As on 476. 

As on 476, but in margin 


Tilang 

? 

Ref. R. II. 8. 

laftli i»JLU 



(date cut) 

47Gb 

? Mulk-i- 

As on 476, but tbe last 

As on 476, but in margin 


Ma*bar 

730 

two lines run into one. 

(?(shla ^ 15a 


Wt. 245. 

S. ‘85. 





Ref. Thomas 178 (now in 
Berlin). 

PI. XXII 1 ' 
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MAD III 



N 

479a 


480 


481* 


482* 


TUGHLUQS 


Mint 

Date 


Lakh- 

nautl 

734 


Deli 11 
726 


Delili 

726 


Sulfcan- 
pur city 
726 


Obverse 


As on 476 c, but 
5 ^ l5* -A 5 ** 


PI. XXIV. 


In circle 

«L& 


Margin 

SpAx*. jIijjJI 
^ j o-*» 5^ 


Wt. 172. 

Ref. N.S. 35 (H. R. N.). 

In double circle 
J cjl 
4U\ W aJl 

sJy*') ^ 8 .X-C 

Wt. 196-7. 

S. 1. 

Wh. Type III. 

Dates observed: 725 (Tli.), 
726, 727 (Tli.). 


Wt. 169-2. 

S. -95. 

Wh. Type III. 

As on 480, but arranged 

^ 4lll y\ 

IjXsT 6 

V ?*J 3 

Wt. 168. 

•1. 

Wb. Type III. F1 - V *' 

Dates observed: ~ 9 g 

725 (B.M., 198 grs.), 726, 728 (B.M., 198 grs.), 

(Th. 175, 175(a), 170 grs.). f 

* jyoto fo 45L The lettering on this coin is much finer than is usually found on coin- 

s weight is unusual. .. ;v ...f e cl t° 

Note to 482. L.M.C. No. 389 gives a coin of this type which is doubtfully attriin 


§l 


Reverse 


As on 476 c. 


As on 480, but 


this type, and its weight, is unusual. 

* Note to 483. L.M.C " 

Sntgiion—wt. 198 grs. 
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A/ 

483 


Dehll 

729 


Obverse 


In circle, the Kalima. 
Margin 

i-j ^9 jUjjJl \'Sib 


Reverse 


In double circle 

J ^ 

jiii ^ 4ii 


<SL 

MUHAM¬ 
MAD III 


Wt. 197-1. 
S. -75. 


Wh. Type IT. 

Dates observed: 727, 728 
(Th.), 729. 


483a 


Daulat- 

abad 

daru-l- 

mulk 

728 


As on 483, but margin 
^icl ^}LAJ1 5-0 ^ s5LJl \ju4> 
vt*A ^blciJ}^ islljl jl.5 

Wt. 141-4. 

S. -7. 


Wh. Type II. 

Ref. B.M. 

Dates observed : 728 (B.M.), 
730 (P.T.). 


»» 


PI. XX. 


483b 


Daulat- 
abad 
Hazrat 
' 730 


As on 483, but margin 
j^cl 5-0 £~ 3 \ Ysa 

vr. 

Wt. 141-4. 

S. -7. 


Wh. Type II. 
Ref. B.M. 


PI. XX. 


484 


Deoglr 

727 


In circle, the Kalima. 
Margin 

l5 ^1 5-o jJI Ysa 

vfv 

Wt. 197-7. 

S. -7. 

Wh. Type II. 

Dates observed: 727, 728 

(I.M.C.). 


» 
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121 


488* 


489 


728 


733 


Daru- 1 - 

Islam 

734 


Obverse 


In six-foil within 
dot in each segment 


circle, 






(J 

4ll I 
eH 


Reverse 


In circle 


^lULJl 


8.JU. sli (jf-l-ii 
wl*x~** ^ 3 

jjU is placed just above 


PI. VI. 


Wt. 197-6. 

S. -8. 

Wh. Type VI. 

Dates observed : 728, 729 
( f.M.C .). 

As on 487, but enclosing 
lines pentagonal and to 
left of . 

Wt. 169*2. 

S. -7‘5. 

Wh. Type VI. 

Other dates: 

728, 729 (H. R. N.), 733, 731 (l.M.C.Y 739 (Th.), 741 
(H. R. N.), 742 (B.M.). 


As on 487, but 
in fourth line. 


In circle 


M* J 


Margin 

Wt. 168-2. 
S. -75. 


r V»l Jm 


In circle 

M , 
r 1 ' j Ls- 


Wh. Type IV. 

Dates observed „• 734, 737 i 
(B.M.). 

* me to 488. The coin of 729 has the obverse legend on a six-foil. 


<SL 

MUHAM- 
ESAD III 


PI. VI. 
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misT/f,, 











miST/fy 



Mint 

Date 


N 

MUHAM- 491 h Dehli 

SI AD III 742 


TUGHLUQS 


Obverse 


Reverse 


As on 491 c. 


As on 305 a. 
Margin cut. 



Ref. Vienna. The reverse die of a gold tankah of ’Alau-d- 
dln Muhammad has been used. A similar coin of 740 is 
reported from the Ermitage Museum, Leningrad. 


PL XXIII. 


492* 


Struck in the name of the'Abbdsi Khalifa al-Hakim II. 


In quatrefoil 

JJ1 

sb 

Wt. 170-8. 

S. -7. 

Wh. Type XXXI. 


In quatrefoil 

J 3 - 

To left of ji the numeral o 


492a* 


492 b* 



In quatrefoil within circle 

{I*}] U^j 

J - 

! Wt. 170. 

S. -75. 


As on 492 a, but in double 
six-foil. 

M.m. 9 to right of and 
above li-' 

M.m. 16 over 


In quatrefoil within circle 
y\ Ajjl 
I 1 
&£ju aU>> 

PL XXIII. 

As on 492 a, but in double 
sixfoil. 

M.m. 21 to right of <til\ 
M.m. 22 above a*.*. 


Wt. 170. 
S. -85. 

I Ref. BM. 


* ^ ote to 492. H.R.N. has this with a to left of 
Note to 499 a. Acquired for Dehli, 1928. 

* Note to 499 b. H.R.N. has this with legends in single six-foils and without m.m. 
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* Note to 505 A. See J.JR.AS., 1900, H.N.W., II. li. This was struck from a gold die as 
le l ‘ se °f the word ^Lij .3 indicates. 
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No. 


/R 

MO HAM- 505 c* 
MAD III 


506* 


Mint 

Date 


Sunar- 

gaon 

728 


? 

727 


Obverse 


Id square within circle 

0 v> 4lb 

sbijilii 

Wt. 164. 

Margin 

Ref. H. R. N. 


Sl 


.Reverse 


In double square 
J.W1 ^IkUl 
^ LjjJl CjLc 
»U» ^>1 

U IUJ1 ^ a UJ\ 


South Indian. 


311 tflUJI 


jjac 

J5U1 ^ ? 

Wt. 30-5. 

S. -55. 

Wb. Type VIII. 


sbiftJLxJ 


PI. VII. 


B 


BILLON 


507*- 
508 (a) 


729 


A. Struck in memory of his father. 


In circle 

^AkUl 

wX^xmJI 

LijJI C^Lc 

c^ 1 ) 

Wt. 55-5; 55. 

S. -0-5. 


ydajl y>\ 

*>U j) 4Jll jbl 
[v]„ 

PI. VII. 


Dates observed: 

728 (I.M.C., 329), 720. 730 (L.M.C., 418), 731? (B. 
III. 29), 733 (B.M.), 734 (Tl)., p. 212). 


*Note to 505 c. Thomas, p. 215, gives this with a weight of 140 grs. which seems to be 
an error. The B.M. specimen weighs 105-5 grs. 

* Note to 606. This is the reading given by Whittell. As an alternative for the obverse 

C$5 may be suggested. 

* Note to 507. Date visible on one coin only. 













MINIS?*,, 



f 


Note to 618. The unit of the date is written on some specimens. 
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hote to tj 17. The characters on the coins of this year are distinctive. 


Note to d20. 1 he record of a coin of 747 in N.S. xxxv must be due to misreading. T1 

unit of the date on coins of 727 is written . 
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* Note to 696. Thomas (No. 192) records a coin of 782 of this type, but it is not traceable* 
All known coins are of a.h. 727. 

















MINI sr^ 












Ml NtST/fy 



MUHAM¬ 
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TUGHLUQS 


Mint 

Date 


733 


Obverse 


In double circle 

dUI 

4J 


Reverso 


ft. 


In circle 

(JT IP' ^ 
vrr 


Wt. 56-3. 

S. -6. 

Wh. Type XII. 


555 


Wt. 54-5. 
S. *6. 


. but vri* 

PI. VII. 


556- 

557 


735 


>> 


Wt. 55-3. 
S. '6. 


but vrc 


558 


736 




Wt. 54-8. 
S. *6. 


but vn 


559 


737 


a 


Wt. 51-3. 
S. -6. 


ft 

but vrv 


560 


738 


>> 


Wt. 55-8. 
S. -6. 


» 

but vrA 


Dates observed: 

732 (B.M.C.), 783, 784, 735, 736, 787, 788, 739 (Tb.)- 












TUGHLUQS 



Obverse 


Reverse 


137 



B 

561*- 

562 


In double circle as on 538. 

Wt. 55-8. 

S. -55. 

Wh. Type XV. 


In double circle 


jjliJ 


MUHAM¬ 

MAD III 


Margin illegible.* 

PI. VII. 


563* 


730 


In circle 

4ll 

vr. 


Wt. 53-2. 

S. *55. 

Wh. Type XI. 


In circle 




564 


733 


565 


but vrr 

Wt. 51-6. 

S. 55. 

Dates observed : 730, 733, 
734 (LAV.K. 3164). 


PI. VII. 


COFFER 


In double circle 

a \UJt 

Wt. 65-6. 

S. *55. 

Wh. Type XVI. 


In double circle 

* ^ 


PI. VII. 


^ *0 6G1. A fine specimen in B.M. has a clear margin reading 

Thlf 0 ' C t0 668 • (Lahor, p. 94. 80) gives a coin of this type and weight without date, 
toudn C ? ins are Probably South Indian, vide Hultzsch, ‘The Coinage of the Sultans of 
Ura > J.R.A.S., July 1909. 
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JfiL 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

PL 



' 

566 

730 

In double circle 

In double circle 



cm 

JuC 



vr - cif 

(jlii 



Wt. 53-2. 

S. -6. 




Wh. Type XVIII. 

PI. VII. 

567 

732 


» 



but vrr 

but arranged 



Wt. 56-3. 

S. -6. 

jjiii ^ 



Dates observed: 730, 732. 


568* 


In double circle 

In double circle 








<j4*J 



Wt. 547. 

S. *6. 




Wh. Type XVII. 


569- 

732 

In double circle 

In circle 

571 


dUl 




All ij*) 1 j 




Wt. 51-8; 54-5. 

S. 55. 

Around 



Wh. Type XIX. 




Dates observed : 

PI. Vll- 

1 


732, 741 (H. R.N.). 




*iVote to 668. is somotimes written . 
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TUGHLUQS 

'SL 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

/E 

577 

Debll 

732 

As on 574, 
but J * c? 

As on 574. 



Dates observed : 730, 731, 
732. 


578 

(, Shahr) 
732 

but 

» 



Wt. 129 (worn). 

S. -8. 


579 

Tughluq- 
ptir f urf 
Tirhut 
(Iqlim) 
731 

tf 

but 

and eb 

ft 



Wt. 141*8. 

S. *8. 

PI. VXI- 

580- 

581 

732 

}> 

but jo 

>> 



Wt. 136. 

S. *8. 




Dates observed: 

7 30 (H.R.N.), 731, 732. 


682 

I)aru-l- 

Islam 

730 

if 

but 

)) 



Wt. 142. 

S. -8. 


583 

731 

but eb ^ 

if 
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TUGHLUQS 

Cep 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

PL 




609- 

730 

Tn double circle 

In double circle 

610 



Sir* 



cr- 

vr. 



Wt. 67. 

S. -55. 




Wh. Type XLTII. 


611 

732 


>7 




but vrr 



Wt. 66-7. 

S. -6. 




Dates observed : 

PI. viii. 



730 (r.M.O.), 732. 

611 A 

; Daulat- 

In double circle 

In double circle 


abad 

730 

c? 

ijAs?' 







Wt. 66-7. 

S. -55. 




Ref. B. M. 

PI. XX. 

612*- 


In double circle 

In double circle 

615 



Jac 



j.Uj 

Jif 



Wt. 58-2; 55-5. 

S. -55. 




Wh. Type XLIV. 

PI. VIII. 

616 


Wt. 25. 

In double circle 



S. *5. 




Wh. Type XLV. 

PI. VIII- 


* Note to 0/2. Two of these are variants of the other 
closing, of the ^and \ in as against an open 


two. The difference lies in the 
and in the dots over 
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coil *? te t0 A - The reading . requires to be verified. The weight of the IM.C. 

°* u ,s unusually high, 148 gif. ° 8 
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MAD III 



\lo2 


TUGHLUQS 

tax 

No. 

Date 

Mint 

Obverse 

Reverse " 

B 




636 b 

— 

In cinquefoil 

In cinquefoil 




4)1 








u-LJl 



r 




Wt. 140. 

S. .75. 




Wh. Type XXXII. 




Ref. T. B. H. 


637* 

_ 

As on 629. 

As on 629. 

637(a) 


Wt. 55. 
g. *35. 

^ to left of y m 

638 

— 


11 




but a to left of 



Wt. 53-3. 

S. -35. 

J • 



Cf. Wh. Type XXXI. 144. 


639 


>> 

Wt. 47-8 (worn). 

S. *35. 

11 

but no figure to left of f 

/E 


COPPER 

640- 

748 

In double circle 

In double circle 

641 


S UJ 




r 

4)1 j*\). 

ijAotll 



vPa 



Wt. 53-6; 53*5. 

S, -6; *55. 




Wh. Type XXXIV. 

PL Vll*' 


* Note to 887. B.M. has this with v to left of y .. H.R.N. has a coin with f to left 


of 














6> 647. Dr. Plenderleith reports that the specific gravity of the coin indicates a 
s ilver in its composition. It. IV. 26 is a similar coin—wt. 61-7 grs. See also 
• 30 the attribution of which to Muhammad Tu gh luq is not certain. 
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MAHMUD 


N 

648 


752 


MAHMUD BIN MUHAMMAD TUGHLUQ 
A.H. 752. a.d. 1351. 

GOLD 


j LojJl 
^>1 

Wt. 168*5. 

S. *85. 


In circle 

*Ls» 

^v.3 slw ^-5 

kLJI iLiilii 

vo r 

PL VIII- 


/R 

648 a 


752 


As on 648. 

Wt. 169*4. 
S. *85. 


SILVER 

As on 648. 


Ref B. M. (Cun.). 


PI. XX- 


B 

648 b 


? Delill 


3M ^^UaUI 

lojJl OljC jjaff 

Wt. 55*3. 

S. *55. 

P«/. B. M. 


BILLON 


In double circle 

»U 

Margin • 

? • • 


PI. XX. 
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TUGHLUQS-A 
TUGHLUQ I 


<§L 


TUGHLUQ 

I 


The gold and silver tankahs of Ghivasu-d-din Tughluq issued from 
* s ca pital were unusually well and carefully struck and are generally ^ at g a ogue 
Ine ^ w ith in good condition, with the marginal legend complete. The 430-474 
scarcer coins of the Daru-l-Islam and Deoglr mints followed the same Pages 
pattern, though with less regard for good execution. But a completely 
new ^Pe (Nos. 433 and 442) was started in a.h. 724—5 to celebrate the 
cmiqu es t of Telingana—and we find the name of a province (Mulk-i- 
1 an g) figuring as the mint in place of its chief town Warangal, known 
a er as Sultanpur. The silver tankah of this issue is unique, and but 
ew 8 P e cimens are known of the gold coin. 

No. 442 a is an interesting coin, struck in recognition of Tughluq’s 
suzerainty of Bengal, after the expedition which he personally under¬ 
took m a.h. 724, as a result of which Ghiyasu-d-din Bahadur Shah was 
oposed and Nasiru-d-dln Ibrahim Shah set up at Lakhnauti. 

. ltle c °in ascribed to this Sultan by Thomas ( Chron No. 158) is one 
^uck by Muhammad ITT at Qutbabad in memory of his father (see 
o. 475). Wh a t Thomas read as 721 is merely an ill-formed as 

her specimens disclose. 

an 1 n Tngkluq continued the bilingual issue introduced by Balban 

ren (App. B) shows that the same value attached to it as in the 

alt? 11 ] 5 ^ a ^ an anc i Muhammad II. This type appears to have been 
no^ nC ° nec ^—permanently—after a.h. 721. The other type, No. 443, of 
of tr l ' Vas i ssuec i throughout the reign. An assay of five coins 

ail Us fc ypc made in the British Museum showed that they contain on 
r Phi aV . ei a ® e s °mething under 25 per cent, of silver or about 14 grains, 
ty ms been confirmed by the later assay of seven coins of the same 
—- • ^ ^ the Royal Mint (App. B), the average silver content working 


°*t to 13.47 


Va j grains per coin. Thus these coins correspond to the higher- 

(del! e bill ° 11S of Muhammad II, which there is reason to think were 
of A asGc ^) R-rciti pieces or twelfths of a tankah , replacing the silver mdsha 
ea rher days. 

45 ^ ^ to 463, though of the same type and weight as No. 443 to 
l°calh 6arly n °t i ssue from imperial head-quarters. A clue to the 

, cri . from which they issued is afforded by a comparison of their 
simij, ^at t^ e gold tanlcah of Qutbabad mentioned above. The 
is °f ^he words y&Jl and as they appear on both types 

ri ln g- No. 454, which evidently never had any date on it, was 
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Q probably the earliest local issue struck when Tughluq’s son, MiW___ 

had returned to Deoglr after his'first unsuccessful operations in Telin- 
gana. 


It will be noticed that the dates run on to 726 and 727, whereas 
Tughluq died in 725, and it may be conjectured that the continuance of 
the type was due to local ignorance of events at the capital. For the 
decimal figure 1 on Nos. 455 -462 unskilled workmanship was, we may 
suspect, responsible. 

A third type of this reign (No. 467) was probably also part of the* 
currency of Tughluq’s South Indian territories, and was thus a counter¬ 
part of the Dehli 8 -rail piece above noticed, the two coins assayed 
(App. B) giving a silver return of 13*40 grains per coin. 

In copper the 4 0-rciti fulus, the standard copper coin of the preceding 
reigns, is only represented by a solitary specimen from the imperial mint, 
(No. 469 a) and a few coins with jJacJII instead of the Dehli (jrjUll. The latter 
have been attributed to South India. At the capital, at any rate, this 
type must have disappeared from the currency at a very early stage, for 
the only copper coins of Tughluq found in any abundance are No. 470* 
The weights of these vary so considerably that their purchasing power 
can hardly have been determined other than by the market value of 
the metal they contained. At the same time there do occur in some of the 
preceding reigns certain coins which appear to represent the traditional 
3 2-rati (57*6 grains) standard, and to this latter we may perhaps trace 
the origin of Tughluq’s issues five, instead of four, going to the fated* 
Nos. 238 (46-2 grains), No. 249 b (56*2), 269 (49), and 417 (bis) (54-7) 
may be quoted as instances of this connexion. 


MUHAM¬ 
MAD III 

Catalogue 

Nos. 

475-647 a 

Pages 

116-153 


MUHAMMAD III 1 

Thomas very appropriately calls Muhammad bin Tughluq the prince 
of moneyers. He stands out pre-eminent both for the variety and fo r 
the interest of his coins. Indeed the currency policy of this reign migU' 
almost be described as kaleidoscopic while the engraver’s art that 
displajed is of a very high order. 

A useful list of the coins of this reign compiled by Major H. 
Whittell was published in N. S. xxxv of the 1921, in which 

less than fifty-one different types were described. Reference to M®j° l 
WhitteiTs type numbers will be found in the catalogue, but I ha v0 
thought it better that the coins should be recorded, so far as circU 111 " 
stances permit, in the chronological order of issue. , ] 

One of the features of the coinage of this reign is the expansion 0 

' For * valuable hi8t01 T of this reigu by Lt, Col. Sir W. Haig, see J.R.A.8., ^ 
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Sl 


^stem. Imperial issues are found from no less than nine MU 
^ Dehll in the north to Tilangana (or possibly the still more MAD III 

distant province of Ma'bar) in the south. Omitting Daulatabad and 
Qutbabad as synonyms of Deoglr, we have coins struck at Dehll, Daru- 
1-1 slam, Deoglr, Dhar, LakhnautI, Satgaon, Sultanpur, Tilangana (Mulk- 
i-Tilang), and Tughluqpur alias Tirhut. 

Muhammad’s coins may be conveniently divided into four classes : 

A. Those struck in memory of his father and recording only the 

latter’s name—commemorative issues. 

B. Those struck in his own name—normal issues. 

C. The forced currency—copper or brass token issues. 

D. Those recording only the names of the 'Abbasi Khalifas— 

Khalifa issues. 

Class A 

The coins of class A seem to have been issued mainly in South India. 

1 os * 475 and 493, respectively gold and silver tankahs , were struck at 
VUtbabad, which, as has been shown in dealing with the coins of Muba- 
I, was another name for Deoglr. The mint-name on these coins has 
hitherto been thought to be Baldat Daulatabad, but apart from the fact 
lat th e initial ^ of the supposed Daulatabad is always absent, there is 
Reason to suppose from the numismatic evidence (cf. Nos. 484 and 486 a) 
m t it was not till a.h. 728 that Deoglr was renamed Daulatabad. i he 
specimens of the gold and silver tankahs now illustrated leave no doubt 
aS ^ lue rea ding. 

. T he silver tankah, No. 494 a, of the Mulk-i-Tilang (Tilangana) mint 
18 unique. The reading of the mint-name on 475 a is questionable. It 
uught be ‘ Baldat Qutb(abad) \ 1 do not know where the coin now is. 

A few coins only are known of the type of No. 476 from the Dehll 
unit. They were at one time thought to be of doubtful authenticity but 
H-t genera % accepted as genuine (vide 1904, N. S., II, 

■ !)• At the foot of their reverse area occurs a mysterious pm for 

U °h no explanation is at present forthcoming. Conceivably the figures 
^present an anagram concealed in * abjad ’. Another example of unex- 
aiued figures being included in the inscription is found on some rupees 
0t Isl am vSJiah. 

U ^ 61 haps the most singular coin of this series is No. 475 b with an 
^nptioxx similar in terms to that on No. 475 but with the extraordinary 
I 245 grains in spite of being a ‘ worn coin . r lhis was recorded 

sy r rh0lnas <P- 212), who was unable to read the mint-name. It is 
rais smg words ma y l >e s*** A —ihe Kingdom of 

* Jai ’^and Mr. J. Allan thinks that in that case the coin may be intended 
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to represent a four pagoda-piece, the average weight of the^p fet^ft 
current in the fourteenth century in the Iioysala country, in which 
Ma'bar lay, being 63 grains. 

Muhammad’s advent to the throne followed on the murder of his 
father on his return from Bengal, and the weight of the evidence, which 
has been scrutinized by Sir W. Haig in J.R.A.S ., 1922, pt. Ill, fixes the 
responsibility for this crime on Muhammad himself. It may well there¬ 
fore be that the method of honouring his father’s memory, by striking 
coins in his name after his death, was a calculated piece of hypocrisy 
on the part of Muhammad, meant rather to clear himself than to honour 
his father. It would be natural that this move should be more elaborated 
in South India than in Dehll, where the facts would be better known 
and at the same time Muhammad’s position stronger. That the coins 
were the result of a fit of remorse is hardly consistent with what we 
know of Muhammad’s character. Except in the case of No. 475 B the 
issue of these commemorative pieces in gold and silver seems to have 
been confined to the first three years of Muhammad's reign. In billon 
(No. 507) it continued till a.h. 734. These latter pieces have always been 
regarded as South Indian coins. 


Class B 

The Sultan lost no time in departing from the standardized designs 
of his predecessors. The tankahs are now less broad, but the die is more 
in accord with the flan and the striking is executed with more care. 
The * kalirna ’, which had been discarded on the coins after Iltutinish, 
becomes a prominent feature of the inscriptions. Muhammad did indeed 
at the outset of his reign issue a gold tankah of the normal weight of Ob 
ram (No. 477) but very soon after, if not simultaneously, he struck 
out a line of his own by introducing two novel pieces, one 16 rati# 
(i.e. one-sixth) higher in weight in gold and the other 16 ratls or one- 
sixth lower than the tankah in silver. The former was known as & 
dinar (No. 480, Wh. Ill) and the latter as an 'adll (No. 501) 1 The lower 
weight was brought into the gold currency in a.h, 728 (No. 486 A) 
South India. Muhammad’s first issue (No. 477), of which a singi® 
specimen of heavy weight is also known—quickly gave way to his second 
(No. 480) which was almost entirely confined to dinars and for a tim c 
that coin was more prevalent in the capital than the tankah. A third issu<b 
also of the dinar weight but of a small dumpy type, appeared in a.h. 72 
(No. 483, Wh. II), and a fourth in A.H. 728 (No. 487, Wh. VI). 2 
appearance of the latter, which bears traces of South Indian influent 
in the use of the expression j^sJI xjUI (cf. Nos. 475 and 493) coincide 

1 At tho 10: 1 ratio 12 'adRs would exchange for a gold tankah and 14 for a gold 

2 The billon issue of this type ^No. 509) begins in a.h. 727 and it seems probable tl> 
a gold omur or tankah (or both) of this date will turn up in due course. 
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nnmad’s transfer of the capital to Deoglr. In this issue MI 
s and tankahs were struck concurrently until A.H. 729 and MAD III 
were indistinguishable except by weight. 

Yet another issue of a different design (No. 489, Wh. IV) appeared 
after the abandonment of the forced coinage. The date 72 7 given by 
Thomas for this variety is almost certainly an error and the silver 
tankah of the same type indicates that A.H. 732 was the first year of the 
issue, though the earliest recorded specimen in gold is of A.H. 733. All 
coins of this issue were of tankah weight. One is tempted to speculate 
how far the reverse legend was prompted by Muhammad’s sense of 
humour, for the state of the exchequer at that time must have been 
lamentably reduced by the redemption of the copper tokens. 

After 729 and up to 741 Muhammad seems to have relied on types 
IV and VI for his gold coinage, for we get no coins of the earlier types 
with dates later than 729 except a few rare specimens struck at the 
Bengal mints of Satgaon, LakhnautI, and Tirhut. After 729 also there was 
no further issue of dinars, with exceptions again in Bengal (No. 485), 
and a possible explanation may be that this coin was not so convenient 
lor exchange with the well-established silver tan1cah.&§ the gold tankah. 

The normal silver and gold tankahs had exchanged at the ratio of 10 to 1, 
and this was the ratio found existing by Ibn Batutah when he arrived 
at Dehli in a.h. 734-. 1 It looks therefore as if the dinar had dropped 
out of circulation by then. 

, Conversely the need of a gold coin to represent 10 of the silver 
adlls of 80 ratls , which Muhammad had introduced in Dehli as early 
ks A - H - 725 (No. 501), and of which at the 10 to 1 ratio 14 would have 
t,one to the dinar , seems to have been felt early, at any rate in South 
India, for in a.h. 728 a gold piece of 80 ratls (144 grains) issued from 
the mint of Daulatabad (No. 485 a), and in a.h. 729 from the neighbour¬ 
ing mint of Sultanpur (Warangal). One might have expected to find a 
similai piece struck at Dehli, where 'adlls are known of A.H. / 25, 726, 
a n< 727, but by a.h. 728 when the first gold 'c will, if we may so call it, 
was thought of, Dehli had been replaced as Muhammad’s capital by 

Daulatabad (Deoglr). 

The only other gold issues of this class are the very scarce half -dinar 
? ^ ^ (No. 486 c), which bears no date but must have been issued 

ore ^ le of a.h. 729, and the unique coin of a.h. 729 in the Luck¬ 
now Museum, No. 485 a, which recalls type II though with a different 

Batfttah% are the normal ratio of 10 : l for silver and gold, which Ibn 

'Die exefJ r Was disturbed by Muhnmmad Tughluq, as suggested by Thomas. 

have accounted for the dinar, which was probably just a whim of 
'the gold / L » .i .-1 excess was mainly in the Sultan’s treasury and controllable by him. 
counterrw^i. • h exchanged for 10 silver tankahs while the heavier coin had u convenient 

unterpart in the ‘adU. 
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•Reverse. The mint of this piece has not been satisfactorily readJEJ bfci^ 
inclusion in the inscription of the expression 4)1 jpiyi connects the 
coin with the South Indian billon No. 563. 

No. 492 F and its counterpart in silver No. 505 c are coins struck in 
Sunargaon in A.H. 728 recording the acknowledgement of Muhammad’s 
suzerainty by Ghivasu-d-din Bahadur, whom Tughluq Shah had deposed 


but whom Muhammad restored in a.h. 725 to the Government of Eastern 
Bengal. 

The silver coins of Muhammad Tughluq are scarcer than the gold. 
The silver tankah of type I and the 'adlls of types II and III must have 
been circulating concurrently during the first three years of the reign. 


After a.h. 727, as will be shown later, both tankah and 'adli were re¬ 
placed by billon tankahs though we get rare examples of the silver 
tankah from the Dehll and Daru-l-Islam Mints dated A.H. 732 and 734 
respectively, while in Bengal silver tanlcahs of type I continued to be 
struck till A.H. 733 at the mints of LakhnautI, Satgaon, and Sunargaon. 
But from now onwards there is a very marked absence of silver coinage 
in the Dehll currency, except during the reigns of Muhammad IV and 
Mubarak II, until we come to the Surl period. Silver, however, re¬ 
mained the principal feature of the currency of independent Bengal, 
where the metal was obtainable locally or within easy reach. The 
honouring of the token coinage of A.H. 730 to 732 must have made a 


large call on the silver in the State Treasury, and Timur completed the 
depletion of the financial resources of the Dehli Sultanate which the 
anarchy following Flruz’s death must have helped largely to dissipate. 
But apart from Bengal the sources of silver supply in India were scanty. 
The riches of Southern India were exhausted or at any rate closed to 
the Dehli Sultans. The extension therefore of the use of billon, which 
Muhammad was the first to introduce for the higher-value coins, in a 
more and more debased form became almost inevitable. When Sher 
Shah combined Bengal with Dehli he was able with the resources at his 
command to restore the silver coinage to its early position. 

The weight (30-5 grains) and legend of No. 506 proclaim it to be 
South Indian—probably from Ma'bar. This weight was still used for 
silver coins struck by the French and English East India Companies in 
the eighteenth century for Pondicherry and the Malabar coast. 

No. 505 b was struck by Nasiru-d-dln Ibrahim whom Tughluq Sh&h, 
had confirmed in the Government of LakhnautI—Western Bengal—( c ^ f 
No. 442 a), but it acknowledges Muhammad’s suzerainty. This ruler 
died in a.h. 726 and from a.h. 727 we get Muhammad’s own coins issuing 
from LakhnautI. Similarly after Ghiyasu-d-dln Bahadur’s defeat and 
death in or about a.h. 728 we get coins in Muhammad’s sole name isstf' 
ing from mints in Eastern Bengal. 


misr^y 
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/ / mad commenced his reign with a single billon type (No. 522). -_ 

; of the usual s % ratis weight and repeated the 4 tfl SffAB III 

ot the first issue of gold and silver tanhalis (No. 476 a). Four specimens 
iave jeen assayed (App. B) and give a return of 13-175 grains of 
si \ei per coin. Thus this issue corresponded with the higher value 
1 ° ns 0 Alau-d-dln Muhammad and Tughluq Shah, which, it has been 

/ g ff e( l’ ^ le P^ ace °f the small silver masltas or twelfths of a 
a/na t ot 8 ratis (14-4 grains) of earlier Sultans. 

in tl 1 ^ ei8nome ^ on this denomination — a 4-jtoZ piece or ckauga/M , — 

1-abs" 1S p" ?° blS this period recorded in the contemporary Masaliku- 
rak M f ~ lhabu " d ' din frora information received from Sheikh Muba- 
5 u the evidence of the assay, coinciding as it does with the series 


of Danlascus w m rtT “ 7" Me ". by ^bibabu-d-dln Abf.’l ’Abbas Ahmad, a native 
office of Secretary for o ln ? 49 / A* 19 fa l her ’ Q 4 ? 1 Muhi’u-d-dln, filled at Damascus the 
»«me capacity dispatches and was eventually sent to Egypt in the 

to Malik Nasir m1i-i Shili&bu-d-dln assisted his father as reader of the dispatches 
had occasion <£llJ ? * ° f Whi, ° in thl8 appointment Shihabu d-dln, ay ho says, 

met one Sheikl, MT- U11 , d ,. que8tlon ambassadors and other foreigners, and among them 
gives of thelnrii Mubarak bin Mahmud Anbatl from whom he received the account lie 
*.H. 738 and Shihabu-d-dln incurred tlie displeasure of Malik Nasir in 

vol. xiii r> iki u'i 0 Damascus (Notices et extraits de Manuscrils do la bibliothhue du Roi 
It is’ c £ Vi by Q uatr °mere). 

prior to lJh\/ T 7qQ refor f’ t ! mt fih ei kh Mubarak’s knowledge of Indian coins was acquired 
than to the Inti * a . * lls account rofers rather to the first half of Muhammad’s reign 
bis list of curr 6 f P 0 !* 1 * 011 ’ as Thomas thought ( Chron p. 218). Indoed, when we compare 
Mubarak was ent ?? ins wit h the known coins the probability suggests itself that gheikh 
mention of a 1 / 1 " ^ of the period prior to a.h. 780. It is to be noted that ho makes no 

from the DaiiMak**®? though the forced currency includes pieces of that denomination 
once is that 1 f U Jad mint certainly and probably from the Dehll mint also. The infer- 
e was n °tin India while the token currency of a.h. 730-782 was in force. 


- - *•>%«» Ailiu iaio uuaqu VUi A UilUJ Ul A.U. iuv-f ii/O, 

r M. Quatreiri^ro^ P assa £ es * n the Mas&liku-l-absdr may here be reproduced as translated 
1 


et 1 q x “h 4 ^ 4 : * loumuns dont chacun vaut 10,000 dinars courants 

oourantQ . <* irh( ms : en sorte que cette somme se montait a 8 millions de dinars 
2 " ou 48 millions de dirhams.’. 

k trois°/n ? 7M, Xi “' 211 : ‘ Le iankah d’or appele dans ce pays tankah rouge equivaut 
hashtgani a~l*t ' et iG ! nnkafl d’argent comprend huit dirhams kashtgdnls. Le dirham 
La valeur d Tt 6 ™ 6 P' ji ^ s Q ue 1© dirham d’argent qui a cours en Jilgypte* et en Syrie. 
dirham hasht*- - ne et l’aufcre pifcce est la m6me et lie diff&ro presque en rien. Le 


dirham hasht - - Ulle efc 1 autre pifece est la mfitne et ne diff&ro p_, - - — 

oulf&H | vu u >n ^ ^ 9 u at**«* dirhams Kultdn'm, autremont nomrnl dugdnis. Lo dirham 
d’artronf C t,e,a ^’un dirham shashgdni, qui ost une troisi&me espfcce do monnuie 

o ■*'' mUI a Coni*o m.. j . . • . ■. ••• . . . _ _ 


d’argent cur~ u un dirham shashgdni, qui ost une troisi&me espCce do monnaie 

pi^ C e 1 a . cours dans l’Inde, et qui 6quivaut aux trois quarts du dirham hashtgani. 
Un autre d’T 11 ^ m °frm du dirham sulldni se nomine yngdni et vaut un djital. 

ITn#. ...-i 11 tdm appelo dvdzdehnS.nl ^rihNco Ho ^lnn7o^ a ooui-m non run hashtadni et domi 


Dn autre diV moitie du dirham sulldni se no^...— 

Dne autre t appel6 dudzdehgdnl (pi6ce de douze) a cours pour un hashtgani et demi. 
d''argent a PP ob5 shanzdehg&ni correspond k deux dirhams. Aiusi les monnaies 

le dddzdehad. USa f e ^ uns ^ Inde, sont au nombre de six, savoir : le dirham shdnzdehgdni t 
pieces est ?©*!»’ ,/ e ho&htg&nl, le shashgdni, le sulldni et le yaganu La moindre de cea 
e t sont reeu , atn Cos troia espfeces de dirhams ont cours dans le commerce 

d'-rhum sulteHr uni . verse fi© m ©nt. Mais aucune n’est d une usage plus gdn^rule que le 
Le dirh, <UU ’ ^ Ui ^^ l ^ vaut k un quart de dirham , monnaie d’Egypte et de Syrie. 
Vdni, qu j /n i ‘ ultan ’ vaut huit Jels —oboles), le djital quatre /els, et le dirham hasht- 

D'ente deux°/efe 8,P ° nd parfaitement au dirham d’argent d’Egypte et de Syrie, vaut 


* T^he p 

Ur ' a ar © of infoure^n^o? 7 ”^ thL '. ti , fi9G in thc Bliti:ih Museum range from 38 to 68 grains 
©i. Ihe weight of the Arab dirham is 44-5 grains. 
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Jt 4-jital pieces which, beginning as pure silver in the reigns of 
d-din Mahmud, B<alban, Kaiqubad, and Firuz II, were replaced by billon 
pieces of approximately the same silver content by 'Alau-d-din and con¬ 
tinued by his successors, is so strong that it must override an account 
that was after all second hand. There are other errors and inconsistencies 
also in Shihabu-d-dln’s account of Muhammad’s coinage which indicate 
that it cannot be regarded as incontrovertible. There is, of course, 
always the handicap—inseparable from a billon currency—of want o 
knowledge of the extent to which resort was made to debasement, but 
at this period the coins were still reasonably representative of the value 
they professed. Later in the reign they tell a different story, B- 
Muhammad’s coins of his first issue are to be regarded as shashgdms or 
Q-jXtal pieces, a denomination mentioned as current by Sheikh Mubara 
though claimed by Firuz Shah’s biographer to have been originated by 
that Sultan—they should have a silver content approximating <21 
grains. No shashflan I appears among the coins of the forced currency- 
In A.H. 726 a second issue of billon followed (No. 529) and ran con 
currently with the first issue for several years. Seven of these yields 
on assay (App. B) an average silver content of 22-71 grains pei coin- 
We may reasonably conjecture that these coins, allowing for not exces¬ 
sive debasement, represented double the value of the earlier ones, which 
would make them sixths of a tankah or 8-jUal (=16 rafts) pieces. 
These pieces were commonly known as hashtgdnis. We know of then 
popularity from the Masaiiku-l-absar and concrete evidence of their 
existence is afforded by Muhammad’s forced currency (No. 612) wbic i 
provided a coin of this designation. They are still found in large 

numbers. . . , * 

The year A.H. 727 was a notable one from the numismatic point 
view. In it Muhammad introduced the 80 -rati billon (No. 509, \\ h. 
the first coin of mixed metal of that weight. This coin marks a new era 
in the currency and the question arises, what were its denominate 
and value? To the solution of both these points a passage in th 
Tabaqat-i-A kburi affords a clue. In that passage (cf. Bibliotheca Inda ■ • 
translated by B. De, A.S.B., p. 216) Nizamu-d-din Ahmad says that tn 
tankahs which Muhammad was in the habit of lavishing so profuse y 
were not the pure silver tankahs that we associate with the eaily y e ^ ^ 
of the reign, but ‘ tankahs of silver with a little alloy of copper and w el 
[are] eaclfof them equal to eight black tankahs (tankah-i-siy&h) \ 

This ‘black tankah’ has puzzled numismatists, including Thom 
himself, who at first thought the reference was to the tankahs eurr<m 
in Bengal. Ferishta, in incorporating this statement of Nig&mu-d-t 
in his own work, added to the confusion by altering the words el <? 
black tankahs’ into ‘16 pice’. On the strength of this emendat' 
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rishta’s translator, asserted that the silver tankah of Muham- Ml 
hluq was worth only about fourpence. Now Briggs clearly MA3D III 
aerstood Ferishta, taking the coin mentioned as the ‘pice’, (or 
quarter anna) of his own day, but it is not so clear that Ferishta mis¬ 
understood or misquoted Nizamu-d-dlu. It seems permissible to suggest 
that the latter when talking about ‘black tankahs * referred to the 
copper tankah of his own time for which ‘ black tankah ’ would be an 
appropriate name. It would be natural for him to refer to a current 
com to make the equation clearer to his readers. If so, Ferishta was 
not far out in substituting ‘ 16 pice ’ for ‘ 8 black tankahs 5 for the 
tankah then was equivalent to two dams and we have Abu-l-FazTs 
authority for saying that the dam used formerly to be called * paisa \ 
ic tankah of Nizamu-d-din’s time was a twentieth of a rupee, the 
fughal equivalent of a Sultan! tankah. Thus eight tankahs would 
represent a value in silver not very far removed from the tankahs of 
Inc issue of a.h. 727. 

If Nizamu-d-din is correct in saying that the coins Muhammad was 
c istributing so freely were alloyed pieces and known as tankahs , it is 
C ^ c ult to escape from the conclusion that it was to coins of the a.h. 727 
series (No. 509, Wh. YI)—which are the only ones that would answer the 
escription—that he was referring in the passage above quoted. It is 
significant that they bear the same legends as the gold dinars and 
anfcahs which were introduced along with them and that there was no 
Provision in that issue, which was current without alteration for 15 years, 
or tankahs of pure silver. 

file only silver tqnkahs known to have been struck after the nppear- 
^ nee of a.h. 727 coinage were minted at Dehl! in a.h. 732 and at 
u ‘hlslam in a.h. 734, if we except the Bengal mints, and these were 
jneiely spasmodic and quasi-provincial issues. By this time Delili had 
°st its imperial status temporarily and there can be no doubt that the 
jV H - 727 series, issued when Muhammad was in the Dakhan, represented 
r . e S ular currency of the Sultanate. We may leave out of considera- 
0n this respect the silver tankahs struck at the Bengal mints. That 
province, which in matters numismatic was apt to be a law unto itself, 

^ontmued to be conservative in its currency, and new-fangled coins like 
c ^ndr and Muhammad’s 'adli were not in general use. Similarly the 
^ V er odli also disappeared, more completely even than the silver tankah, 

° ®P ec huens being recorded of a date later than a.h. 727, and it was 
u r la P s m °re than a coincidence that the new alloyed coin perpetuated 

lts weight. 

hill^ ^erefore seems reasonable to conclude that Muhammad’s 80-rati 
be ° !1 WaS c ^ e hherately meant to replace existing silver issues and itself 
Carue known as a tankah. When it acquired this name and whether 
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this was its official designation we have no means of knowing, but 
now that the term tankah was applied to a large series of coins in 
Muhammad’s forced currency only 3 years later from a.h. 730 to 732, 
and as the A.H. 727 issue seems to have been temporarily suspended 
during that period it is not improbable that the 80 -rati billon was the 
official tankah. We have evidence of the tenacity of this designation in 
the much more debased tankah of Sikandar Lodi. It further seems 
possible that it was to this coin that Sheikh Mubarak was referring 
when he spoke of a dirham shdnzdehgdm (16 jitals) as one of the 
current ‘ monnaies d’argent ’ of Muhammad. An assay of six of these 
< Muhammad! ’ tankahs (App. B) returned an average of 44*78 grains of 
silver per coin. In a 1 6-jttal piece we would expect a maximum of 57-6 
grains of silver, but consideration must be given to the tendency to 
increased debasement that now makes its appearance. 

Thus was taken the first step in the degradation of the tankah of 
Iltutmish. From being a coin of almost pure silver it passed, as we shall 
see, through various stages of debasement until it became, two centuries 
later under Akbar, a coin of pure copper. 

Along with the billon tankah were issued two smaller billons of the 
traditional 3 2-rati weight, Nos. 536 and 538. These correspond with 
and were obviously meant to carry on the two earlier issues of 
Muhammad. The solitary specimen assayed of No. 536 gave a silver 
content of 21-15 grains, while nine coins of the other type (No. 538) 
returned an average of 13-11 grains of silver per coin. Thus they would 
be respectively hashtgdms and chcmgdnte sixths and twelfths of the old 
tankah. But in relation to the new billon tankah they were, taking 
their intrinsic values, halves and quarters. The token currency it will 
be seen, takes account of both halves and quarters. 

After the collapse of the forced currency in a.h. 732 another issue of 
32-rati billons made its appearance (No. 552). It continued side by 
side with No. 538 till A.H. 739. Five specimens were first assayed 


but 


the result was not satisfactory as two of the coins were obviously con¬ 
temporary fabrications, having no trace of silver, while a third — with 
only 7-05 grains of silver—was not above suspicion. Through the 
courtesy of the Chief Assayer of the Royal Mint four other specimens 
have been assayed. These four coins show a return of 13-72 grains 
of silver per coin and there need be no hesitation in classing them as of 
the same denomination as No. 538, i.e. quarters of the new tankah . 

There are three other billon types in this class, two of which (Nos. 
521 a and 561), though of later date, are clearly connected with the 
a.h. 727 issue as evidenced by the expression 4)1 ^\J\ in their 

legends. 

No. 521 A calls itself a dirham , and is of the unusual weight 


MIN/Sr^ 
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ains. Rodgers and Whittell list it as copper, and the latter Ml! 
rYn the forced currency (Wh. XLI), but the marked similarity of M&B III 
its inscription with that of the billon tanJcah (No. 509) makes it almost 
certain that it was an item of the regular coinage of the billon series. 

The coin being unique, assay is not feasible, but as a dirham some • 
silver content is probable. The forced currency definitely provided 
other dirhams (one, indeed, of the same date and mint) and these were 
of a different weight. How No. 521 A fitted into the currency it is 
difficult to say. It can hardly be the dirham hashtgcini which Sheikh 
Mubarak spoke of as having the same weight as the dirham current in 
E gypt, though the weight would tally. It seems to be an odd piece and 
m ay represent the ‘ legal dirham ’ of the time. The fact that it bears 
some resemblance in legend to the coins entitled legal dirhams in the 
forced currency supports this view. 

No. 561 is of the usual 32 -rail weight, and in script resembles the 
billon tanJcah of a.h. 735 (No. 517). Its obverse is similar to that of 
No - ^38 of the a.h. 727 series, and its reverse recalls the duganis of 
Balban and Muhammad Khalji, while the assay of a solitary specimen 
shows approximately the same silver content. 

The third variety (No. 563), which is also of the 32-raft weight, has 
an obverse which connects it with the unassigned gold tankah No. 485 A. 

It may have been current in Ma bar. 

The Masaliku-l-absar list of Muhammad’s silver (sic) coins includes 
a P tal yagani, or one jital piece, but no such coin can be identified 
either now or in any reign since that of Flruz KhaljL Th q jital seems 
to have passed into a money of account represented only by 4 fvlus 
a ^ ( m ay he the meaning of Sheikh Mubarak’s somewhat unexpected 
s atement at the conclusion of his summary of current coins ‘la moindre 
Ptkces est le dirham mltdni * i.e. the 2 -jital piece. 

'° me time in A.H. 730 Muhammad started his forced currency, which 
*f ted till A.H. 732. It will have been observed that we get coins 
° j the re gular billon series dated both a.h. 730 and 732 but none of 
• 'di, the inference being that during the experiment of the forced 
rency the issue of the ordinary coins remained, as it naturally would, 

,n abeyance. 

^ 01n pared with the bewildering variety of Muhammad’s billon issues, 

40 C0 PP er coinage was surprisingly scanty. Fulus of the normal 
hro We *ght (No. 565) are rare. When in a.h. 727 Muhammad 
40 ^ debased tankah the copper unit was reduced from the 

as.si ° a grains) standard (No. 566) — at any rate in a.h. 730, 

,mri g that the similar but undated No. 568, which is common, only 

r ofon-,. l f J f ° / r record of a coin of a.h. 731 of type VI is u mistake. The coin 

to xa of 782. 
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/did duty after a.h. 732. How the 32 -rati copper pieces 
with the billon there is no definite information, for Sheikh Mubarak s 
4 fulus to the jltal clearly had reference to the early currency with its 
fals of 40 rails. In those days, with a ratio of copper to silver as 80 :1, 
as suggested in App. A., the jltal would be equivalent to 288 grains 
of copper (4 fulus of 72 grains). But with a billon tankah devalued 
to the extent of nearly 75 pe- cent, the jltal , its forty-eighth part, 
would not be worth much more than one of the old fulus. We know 
that eventually under Akbar the jltal had dwindled in value to one 
twenty-fifth of a dam , equal to about 13 grains of copper. Did the 
copper coin of 32 rails (57-6 grains) of Muhammad mark an interme¬ 
diary stage in the downfall of the jltal in the same way that his billon 
tanlcah was a forerunner of the copper piece of Akbar ? In other wor s 
was the new standard coin the official jltal ? 

Thomas luv> included in the forced token currency two types (ISos. 
566-8 and 569)' which are now regarded as belonging to the regulai 
series. Apart from the paucity of the regular copper issues if these 
types are excluded, the fact that the issue of No. 566 was suspende 
during the period of the tokens—there being no coin of A.H. 731 known—' 
helps us to the conclusion now generally accepted. 



Class C. Coj^er or brass token issues 

The issue of this forced currency was initiated in the year a.h. 730' 
Muhammad had begun to tamper with the coinage in A.H. 727 and i® 
success on that occasion seems to have emboldened him to a still m °^ 
drastic interference. But disillusionment soon came and the schem 
was abandoned sometime in the year a.h. 732. 

Thomas (p. 274), referring to the coin No. 574 of this catalogue, say 
he ‘ prefers to look upon these pieces as provided to supply the pl a ^ e j* , 
the modified \idll of 140 grains with which they are identical in weig 
and proceeds to assign values to other token types on the same ba^ 
An examination of the coins, however, makes it most improbable 
the weight of the token bore anything but a very indirect relation toj 
value, e.g. the 50 -jltal tanlcah (panjdhgdnl) of Daulatabad (No- ^ 
weighs 80 rails, its half (No. 599) 60 rails . The 2 •jltal token is half ^ 
weight of the S-jltal token. As regards coin No. 574 it would be * 

and seems unnecessar}^, to go beyond the inscription, which distinc^ 
says that the piece is the equivalent of a tanlcah, and that tankah ^ 
be the debased coin of Wh. VI (No. 509) w r hieh was the tanlcah cU1 * ^ 
when the tokens w r ere issued. It could hardly represent the adll w* 3 
was not coined after a.h. 727. 
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>e'c4al interest in this series are the taukah-i-'panjdhgdni , i.e. MU| 
tfnkahs, of a.h. 731 and 732 from the Daulatabad (Deoglr) and MAD III 
Ch. 731 from the Dhar mints. In the article in J.A.SB., N. S. 
xxxviii, reprinted as App. A, reasons are given for adopting the con¬ 
clusion that the Dehll tankah of this time consisted of 48 jitals. The 
«-bove coins show that in the Dakhan the current tankah was divided 
into 50 jitals, but we think that they tend to support rather than con¬ 
tradict the view held about the Dehli tankah. If the tankah through¬ 
out the empire had comprised 50 jitals, it is difficult to see why it 
should have been thought necessary to specify this value on the coins 
°I Daulatabad and Dhar and not on others of the same type in Dehli 
and elsewhere. The panjdhgdni piece would seem to mark a special as 
opposed to a general method of subdivision. It is to be noted too that 
Die Daulatabad and Dhar iankahs of a.ii. 730 were of the Dehli type 
a nd it ma y conce i va biy } iave been in order to avoid any confusion that 
uught result that the distinctive type of a.h. 731 and 732 was issued. 

^ ^ ere i s > however, a passage in the Tdrikh-i-Firuz Shdhi (E.D., iii, p. 366), 
to which Professor Hodivala has called attention, which indicates that 
a °0-, jital tankah was also current in Dehli. But the passage refers to 
'. e subsequent reign of Firuz Shah and we may leave its consideration 
Dll the coinage of Firuz comes under review. 

No. 599 is, as stated on the coin, a half piece of the Daulatabad mint 
* nrl m ust therefore be taken as representing 25 jitals. We may suspect 
j. lat Nos. 594 and 597, of much the same weight, were the Dehli tdsfi 
half pieces) of 24 jitals. No. 594, it will be seen, repeats the obverse 
^gend of the token tankah , No. 574. Pieces of 24 jitals are mentioned 
F Shams-i-Sirfij Aflf as current in the reign of Firuz Tughluq. 

Next in order comes the so-styled dirham (No. 600). Apparently 
a .. fractions of the tankah down to the dugdni were known as 
Ton • mS ^ ei ^l Mubarak). But the addition of (legal) on No. 

Dedicates that this coin represented the legal dirham , which must 
• been in constant use in connexion with dower, and w hich we find 
. n "frghal times as a silver piece weighing 44*5 grains. Its resemblance 
egend to No. 521 a has already been noted. 
i. 11 No. 609 we get the Dehli quarter- 1ankah , Sheikh Mubarak s 
o"\! am duazdehgam or 12 -jital piece and in No. 611 A the quarter piece 
^Daulatabad. Nos. 612 and 616, the hushtgdni and dugdni, are plain 
s j l but there is no token which is called or can be identified with a 
a *]* m or P iece ; an indication that, although this coin finds 

Place i n Sheikh Mubarak's list, no coin of that denomination was 
^ Ur rent in a.h. 730. Nor is there any on e-jital token, if the coin listed 

y bbomas as No. 207 (No. 647 a) is to be excluded, as suggested 2 )ost 
P* 17(), v 


^ \ 
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In a.h. 741 Muhammad 1 was tormented by doubts regarding the 
legality of his sovereignty, which had never been recognized by a Caliph 
or sovereign pontiff of Islam, but the difficulty was to find the Caliph 
The ‘Abbasid Caliphs of Baghdad . . . had been finally extinguished by 
the Mughals in a.d. 1258. After diligent inquiries from travellers and 
foreigners Muhammad learnt of the existence in Egypt of a phantom, 
who styled himself Al-Mustakfl bi’llah and was descended from the 
brother of the last ‘Abbasid Caliph in Baghdad. He sent him a humble 
petition, seeking his recognition, and at once substituted his name for 
his own on the coinS of the empire *. So writes Sir W. Haig in J R.A.S., 
July 1922, p. 351, and coin.No. 491 a is confirmatory evidence. Coins of 
this type must have been struck in large numbers, for they are—if we 
except the very rare examples of the Daulatabad mint—among the best 
known of Muhammad’s gold issues. As it happened, however, Al- 
Mustakfl had* died in A.H. 740. None the less coins in his name were 
struck up to a.h. 744 in Dehll and for a year longer in Daulatabad. I 11 
a.h. 744 an envoy from the reigning Kh alifa Al-Hakim II arrived in 
Dehli, with a patent conferring on Muhammad the title of Nasir Amir 
al-Muminin. 

From this time the name of Al-Hakim is substituted on the coins, of 
which there are two main types (Nos. 492 and 492 A— e). The latter of 
these comprises five varieties, all with the same legend, and differing only 
in ornamentation or arrangement. On some the inscriptions are enclosed 
in a six-foil, some in a cinquefoil or quatrefoil, while others have pl ain 
areas. The other type is uniform in giving simply the name of the 
Khalifa enclosed in quatrefoils. 

These coins in the name of Al-Hakim present certain problems, d hey 
are apparently undated and we have to rely on other means of ascei 
taining their date of issue. Coins of type Wh. XXXI (No. 492) a typ® 
which is also known in billon (Nos. 629 and 637)-have been observed 
with the numerals t®, e, i, v, and a on the reverse. It can hardly ® 
that these are mere mintmarks, and it may be reasonably conjectuie 
that they signify dates. But the question is what dates? In 19% 
Mr. H. R. Nevill, I.C.S. suggested 1 that coins of type XXXI (No. 492) 
were issues of Firiiz Tughluq, and that the numerals represented t 
unit figures of the commencing years of that Sultan’s reign, thus filli 13 ^ 
up the gap before a.h. 759, which is the earliest date observed on an} 
Firuz’s coins that bear his name. This, however, postulates the existence 
of coins of type XXXI bearing the numerals r and r, none of whic i 
have yet been found. 


TUGHLUQS—A 
Class D 


<SL 


In a private letter to the author. 
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f^rnative view suggests itself that type XXXI was Muhammad’s j^! 
ke when he heard in a.h. 744- that Al-Hakim and not Al-Mustakfi MAD III 
was the reigning Khalifa, and that the numerals represent the units of 
the years a.h. 744 to 748. This contention is strongly supported by the 
fact that the coins are identical in form, with one slight difference in 
the reverse arrangement, with those billon and copper issues, which we 
know from dated specimens were actually issued by Muhammad (No. 

6.24). In this way the mysterious gap between a.h. 744 (Dehll) and 748 
can be satisfactorily explained both in gold and billon. In billon the 
dated coins of this type carry us on from a.h. 748 to 752, the last year 
of Muhammad, but in gold there is no coin that can be assigned to a date 
later than a.h. 748, and we are left without any dated gold till A.H. 759, 
the seventh year of Flruz Tughluq. It is suggested that coins Nos. 

492 a-e and Firuz’s first undated issue (No 649) fill this interval. It is 
conceivable that Muhammad, who was hard pressed in Western India, 
issued no gold during the last three years and one month of his reign 
(he died in Muharram A.n. 752) but it is difficult to believe that the 
coins of the early years of Flruz, whose later gold issues were unstinted, 

"Were confined to the single rare type of No. 649. The type therefore 
^presented by coins Nos. 492 a-e, which has hitherto been attributed to 
ohammad, may well have been an issue of his successor Flruz. The 
expression j use( i on those co i n3 is found on the latter king’s 

hrst issue in his own name (No. 649) in conjunction too with the Khalifa 
htakim and on his second, third, and fourth issues also, but with the 
^edification of ^ f or ^Lj. The script, moreover, appears to have a 
^ °ser resemblance to that on Firuz’s eoins than to the distinctive script 
^ °’ The fact that the coins do not bear the name of the Sultan 
c^nts no difficulty. Flruz would merely be carrying on Muhammad s 
in v ° rd5nation of his own individuality to the Khalifa, a prudent course 
rew of his own somewhat doubtful right to the throne, 
ha * Gre WaS no * ssue s dver, the only silver piece known (No. 505 a) 

^ng clearly been struck from the gold die. 
p f ie ^d-Mustakfl billons have been found of three weights 80 Tatis, 

40 Uma bly tankaks in direct succession to the a . h . 727 series (Wh. \ I) 

( Nos - 621 ~ 2 ) and 32 rails (No. 622 a). These await assay. 
r ®adi ^ ^ ^ ie ^ au ^tabad mint is a baffling coin if the marginal 
the “V f * s correc t> which is not free from doubt. It is against 

k 0 j . Vlreilce Muhammad’s earlier issues and the later tankah of the 
°ther ^ ia ^- a ^ ece this weight should represent a half tankah. No 
^ , ~P ec hnen with a legible margin is, unfortunately, available. 
i ns 11 ^PP er the 3.2-raU fals (No. 623) is maintained with a jingling 
I^P l0n characteristic of the time. 

n the Al-Hakim billon series there is again the tankah of 80 rails , 





FlRttZ III 


N 


649* 


650 


TUGHLUQS 


-§L 


Obverse 


FIRCZ SHAH III TUGHLUQ 
a . h . 752 - 790 . a . d . 1351 - 1388 . 

GOIiD 

A. With the name of the Khalifa Abu-l-'Abbas 
Ahmad Al-Hakim II. 


XJl 


5 JlA 


. r ui u Lj j 

«->l 


Wt. 169-2. 
S. -8. 


JuoLo (Jph) 

Jv** 

C ;UJ- 

The tail of the 'ye’ cuts 
through the tops of the two 
1 s and Jo 

PI. VIII* 


B. With the name of the Khalifa Abu-l-Fath 
Al-Mu'tasid. 




ulUJI 

jU, ajl 

u^jJi* ^IkUl 


Dehli In circle 
765 i Mi . j 

Margin 

8-Ia C^ 

Wt. 168-7. 

S. -9. 

Dates recorded: 

? 757 (Th.) 765. 

* Note to 649 . B.M. has a fine specimen of this coin with the legends enclosed i n 
eight-foil. 
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5 I 

•/but assay (App. B) shows that Muhammad had not been a 
/ the temptation to debase further an easily debasable coin, 
other denomination is a 3 2-ratl piece, also much alloyed. The rare 
tankah (No. 636 b), with its phrases j^\ and 

reminiscent of the inscriptions on the coins of Flruz Tughluq, should 
probably, like the gold pieces Nos. 492 a-e referred to above, be 
assigned to that Sultan, whose earliest billon in his own name is dated 
a.h. 759. 

The copper issues are confined to 3 2-ratl fulus. They are dated and 
continued to be struck annually till the end of the reign. Specimens are 
also known of a.h. 757 and 759. These must have been struck by Firuz 
Tughluq and go to support the view urged above that the latter carried 
on Muhammad’s Khalifa coinage up to A.H. 759 when his own name first 
appears on the coins. 

Two .coins (Nos. 647 and 647 a) of unusual interest have been 
assigned to tfiis reign though not bearing Muhammad’s name and not 
dated. Both are denominated jitals. One (No. 647 a) —which was in¬ 
cluded by Thomas in his list of forced tokens ( Chron p. 252, No. 207)-^ 
calls itself a jltal yaganl and on the inverse in conjunction with yagd^ 
is a word which Thomas read as and translated as ‘ the equivalent 

of’. This coin which is of copper and weighs 74 grains is now in the 
Kaiser Friedrich Museum in Berlin. The other coin (No. 647) weighs 
50 grains and is entitled a jltal dugdnl. The dugdnl here too is associated 
with another word similar to that on No. 647 A. But it is clear that the 
word is not but . This affords a clue to its approximate date, 
and the result is confirmed by the lettering which bears a striking 
resemblance to that of the Khalifa Al-Mustakfi issues Nos. 621 and 623- 



The open in particular is quite distinctive of this period, and the 
use of the word is appropriate enough on a Khalifa coin. ^ e 
may therefore with some confidence assign No. 647 to Muhammad’s first 
Khalifa period, A.H. 741 to 744. Moreover an examination of 647 A 
leads to the conclusion that the correct reading of the reverse is yagdm 
imdml —not amam, for which, incidentally, the translation of ‘ equiva¬ 
lent of ’ is somewhat strained. It is therefore tempting to place the con 1 
in the same category as No. 647. It cannot have been a forced token 
as it is three times as heavy as the token dugdnl . Its weight wold* 
indeed allow of its inclusion in Muhammad’s a.h. 727 series after 
introduction of the billon tankah when the value of the jltal must hav e 
approached that of the earlier copper feds of 40 rails (72 grains). 
it would be unsafe, notwithstanding, in our opinion, to assign th*® 
coin either to the Al-Mustakfi period or indeed to the reign of Muham¬ 
mad Tughluq at all, for in style and appearance it belongs to an earlier 
period. A reference to the coin of Muhammad Hasan Qarlagh (figured 
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i, PI. VII. 30), which it resembles closely, gives an indication mi 
r dtsvd ate and perhaps local origin. W.A'B III 

Flruz Tughluq was leading an expedition in Sind when Muhammad, 
his cousin, died without any obvious heir. He was accepted at once by 
the army as the rightful successor to the Delili throne. But in the 
meanwhile, and apparently in ignorance of the proceedings in Sind, 

Kh w aj a-i - J ah an, who was in charge of Dehll, set up Mahmud, a sup¬ 
positious son of Muhammad. As soon as Flruz returned, Khwaja-i-Jahan 
withdrew his opposition and the young pretender was set aside. In the 
interval quite a number of gold iankahs must have been struck in his 
name, for they are not as uncommon as one would expect. A single 
silver tankah of the non-debased standard and a single 32 -rati billon are 
also known of this prince. The latter follows the type associated with 
alban and Muhammad Khaljl but with an Arabic marginal legend as 
introduced by Khusru, No 426. This reversion to the old currency 
system, however, was destined to be as shortlived as the Sultan himself. 
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FlRtiZIII 


N 

651* 


Mint 

Date 


% Obverse 


-St 

Reverse 


Deli IT 
? 


C. With the name of the Khalifa Abu * Abdullah 
Al-Mutawakkil I. 

In circle As on 650, but ^jUaLJI 

j 

4lJl JuC 
Margin 

cy 5^-Jl 8ju* OJ j-6 


652 


/R 

652 a* 


Wt. 170-4. 

S. -9. 

Dates observed : 

766 (I.M.C.), 773 (H. R. N.), 785 (B.M.). 


PI. VIII- 


78G 


Deb l! 
773 


D. Without the name of a Khalifa. 


c ilkL, 

ali 

The tail of the ‘ye' cuts 
through the tops of the Is 
and ]o 

Wt. 167-8. 

S. 9. 


c 

y*^l 


VAl 


PI. vn 1 ' 


Dates observed : n ^ 

785 (JM.C., 173 grs.), 780, 787 (B.M.), 788 (B.MM' 
789 ( UJ.C .). 


SILVER 

As on 651, but area ar- j As on 651. 
ranged as on the coin of 
773 a.h. (See note to 651). 

Wt. 170. 

S. 1. 

Ref. H. R. N. | PI. 


l . 10 

* Note to 651. In the coin of 778 ^.1 is in the second line of the obverse and 

the third line. On the reverse JllaLJ!. 

C- . d b/ 

* Note to 652 a . Two similar tankaks , but with incomplete dates, were obtaine 
Mr. R. B. Whitehead in 1916 but were unfortunately lost in the post. 
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660* 


661 s * 


662 


663 


664 


665 


Obverse 


767 


768 


769 


As on 657, but 


Wt. 137; 134-5. 
S. -75. 


but v 1 v 

S. -7. 

71 

but v a 


but 


V 11 


771 


772 


773 


Wt. 137-6. 
S. -75. 


but vv 

Wt. 137-6. 
S. -75. 


but vv 

Wt. 137-6. 
S. -75. 


blit w 

Wt. 137-6. 
S. -75. 


Ql 

Reverse 


As on 657. 


but 


»li 




d 


ilkL 


* Note to 060. H. R. N. had a coin of this year with a reverse like 654. 

* Note to 661. H. R. N. had a specimen with a reverse like 662. 
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r __VSL 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

B 

676 

Dehll 

781 

As on 657, but 

VA I 

As on 662. 



Wt. 137-1. 

S. -75. 


677- 

678 

tt 

782 

but VAr 

» 



Wt. 141. 

8. -75. 


679 

77 

783 

»> 

but VAr 

>> 



Wt. 141. 

S. *75. 


680* 

784 

j>\ sUi 1 
uujJLa* 4jjl 

VAl* 

>, 



Wt. 141. 

S. -75. 


681 

V 

785 

but VAO 




Wt. HO. 

S. -75. 

PI. VI* 1 ' 

682 

786 

1 

>» 

but VAl 




Wt. 140. 

S. -75. 


683 

787 

99 

but VAV 

« 



Wt. 140. 

S. 75. 



* Hote to 680. W. E. M. C, Imd this with a reverse like No. 664. 
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684 


685 


686 * 


687*- 

688 


689* 


Wt. 140-5. 
S. -7. 


— f— to-j_ 

J ’lilint 

' ^yu&te 

>r _• 

Obverse 

Dehll 

788 

As on 680, but 

VAA 



Wt. 140. 

S. -75. 


789 

>} 

but va! 



Wt. 140. 

S. -75. 


>> 

815 

As on 654, but 

A 1 O 



Wt. 142-5. 

S. .7. 

* 

816 

f> 

but am 



Wt. 145-3; 143. 

S. -7. 


867 

As on 657, but 



Reverse 


<§L 


As on 662. 


FlRtJZIII 


PI. VIII. 


As on 657. 


JSvery year from a.h. 759 to 790 is known. Dates not 
recorded above are 760 (B.M.), 761 (I.M.C.), 763 (B.M.), 
770 (B.M.), 790 (Th.). In addition posthumous coins of 
similar type and legends are known of the following years: 


791] 


814 H.R. N. 

820 


*828) 

799 

•Th. 

815 

824 

• Tli. 

*830) 

801 

810 

825 


807 

804' 


817 Th. 

*827 

H. R. N. 

+868 


* With reverses like No. 654. 

^ t With reverse like No. 657, 

to wq 3 '' *>y Daulafc Khan Lodi. 

Parity fc 0 No. G^^bly a die-sinker’s error for vlv. The coin bears a marked 
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* Note to 694. B. M. has a specimen 


with the obverse in a double circle. 
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No. 


PlRtfZ III 709- 

711 


Mint 

Date 


DehlT 


Obverse 


712 I — 


713* 


i 


siUiJ 

41)1 y\ 
eyjJla. 

The of cuts the 

top of the J 

Wt. 55-5; 50-8. 

S. -6; -55. 


In six-foil 

X above siJi* 

Wt. 42. 

S. *55. 




Eevorse 


sli» 


J) 


o) ^jUoJL 


DehlT 


AL 

713 a 


PI. VIII* 


In six-foil 


^ilkL 

hr** 


PI. VIII* 


In circle 


sl^ 


hr^ 

Pierced in centre and worn. 
S. *4. 


In circle 




PI. XXIII- 


Dehll 

Ddru-l- 

mulk 


COPPER 


ill 


J) 


eUJl fs 




^IkL, 

The ^ cuts across the tops I 
of the LU 

Wt. 140-5. 

S. -6. 

Kef B.M. and R. (Lahor, I 
p. 98. 6). 


PI. 


%&■ 


* Note to 713. This is Th. 282, wts. 17-4 and 17-8 grs. The coin figured belongs to 
A. N. S., wt. 15-5grs. 
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PL 

742 Dehll 
Daru-l- 
mulk 


832 


TUGHLUQS 


Obverse 


As on 717. 

Wt. 66*9. 
S. *6. 


Reverse 


As on 714, but 
a rr 



743 


>> 

835 


Wt. 66. 
S. *6. 


>> 

but Are 


744 


* 





>» 


Wt. 65*8. 
S. -6. 


but v r 


The following other posthumous dates have been observed 
in this type and weight: 

799, 800 (Th.), 810 (B.M.)—struck by Mahmud Sh ah 1L ' 

818, 820, 821, 822 (N.S. 35)—struck by Khizr Khan. 

826, 829, 830 (N.S. 35)—struck by Mubarak II. 

Mr. R. B. Whitehead owned a curious hybrid copper coin- 
It bad the obverse legend of No. 706, but on the reverse was 
the Kangra horseman figured in vol. i, PI. XXVII. 22. 

The weights of the KaDgra and Dehll coins of this denomi¬ 
nation are very similar. Firuz successfully invaded Kangra 
—see CM.I ., vol. iii, pp. 179-180. 


FAT# 

KHAN 


N 

745 * 


Iqlirau- 

sh-Sharq 

761 


I 


In circle 


KATH KHAN 
associated with his father 

GOLD 

In circle 


J 

^ JtA 

<Cjl) 

I Margin 

Jj ^iJl ^JLil *£jl s juk j-o 

Wt. 168*5. 

S. *9. 








it J* 


PI. IX. 


*tiotc to 744 Possibly of 887 (reversed). 

AVf to 745 . See N. S., xxxv, p. 168, where the provincialism of Fath Khfin’s coin 8 
is emphasized. 4 
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No. 


TUGHLUQ 767 
II 
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Mint 

Date 


Debli 

790? 


Obverse 


769 — 


769 a 


Dehli 


In circle 

ajj! 

y\ 

Wt. 83-8. 

S. -65. 

In circle 

-oil 

Margin 

cyAli 

vj,. 

Wt. 72 (worn). 

S. *7. 

aJi' 

4jjl y\ 
cyjla* 

Wt. 531. 

S. -55. 

J - ^ 

cyjla* 


& 


Reverse 


Wt. 55. 

S. -5. 

. Ref. B.M. 


769b 


790 


vl. 


Wt. 50. 

8 . ? 

Ref. Thomas, 253, 


In circle 
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SsXl*-* 


^IkL, 


PI. IX. 


PI. IX. 


»U» <^1*5 
&5JL* jJLa. 


PI. IX. 


sU. jJLii 
OJ ^jUaU 

J** CD^- 


»U> Jflii 
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(bis) 
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Mint 

Date 


Obverse 


As on 750. 

Wt. 130-2; 133-7; 138-4. 
S. -75-7. 


Wt. 139; 140-2. 
S. -7; -65. 


d 

j*A 

UyjJLa* 

Wt. 54-7. 

S. -6. 


Wt. 52-3; 56-2. 
S. -6. 


^ • * • 
4ll M _jjl 


Sl 


Reverse 


*Li 

jj/** 

JMk J=- 

« jjfc CJJ jj> 

;X~JI 


but star over _ of J*. 


As on 746. 


PI. IX. 


PL IX- 


»U 

jSjrd 


CD 

Wt. 55-5. 

S. -6. 

Dehll—acquired in 1928. pl 4 XXlH- 
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ZAFAR 


ABIT 

BAZB 



/E 

779* 


779 a 


Dehll 
Daru-l - 
mulk 


Ref R. IV. 25 (Labor). 


As on 777. 


COFFER 

In circle 


(cut) 


Wt. 106. 
S. -6. 




J) 


Wt. 67. 

S. *55. 

Ref. N.S. xxxv, p. 175, 
No. 12, now in B.M. 


»lA 
Jls** 

Mar yin 

^IkLi »ll [ 


dHJi ; ta 




FI. xxi- 


N 

780 


? Deb IT 
791 ? 


ABU BAKR SHAH 


a.d. 1389-1390. 


, iUaUl 


A.H. 791 793. 

GOLD 

In circle as on 051. 

Margin (read from outside) 

.vl i ? 

Wt. 169-2. 

8. *85 X *9. (traces of circle outside) 

Dates observed: 

791, 792 (H.R.N.). * h A 

, ^ jj0 

*Note to 778 a . A cast of this coin received from the Panjab Museum shows tba 
suggested date is speculative. _ „ j9^ 

* Note to 770, Rodgers has figured three coins of this type in R IV. 20, 21, 22. 
of the same paper he t>ays he has five coins of the type, all of brass, with an average ^ 
of 104 grs. (not 84grs. as stated in R. Lahor, p. 100. 6, and N. S. xxxv, p. 175. 11 '• 
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Obverse 


Reverse 


In foliated border 

The ^ cuts across the tops 
of IkJ 

Wt. 163. 

S. -8. 


but the letters are bolder and 
there is no ^ after jA.\> 

Wt. 159. 

S. *8. 


In circle as on 781. 

Wt. 149. 

S. *8 x *9. 


In circle 

llw 

Tyl 

Margin (beginning at top) 


Wt. 166. 
S, *8. 


BILLON 

In foliated border 

v_JU 


ali/^So y\ 
c 

M 


j - 

vU 


PI. IX. 


In circle as on 781, but 
the date is to the left under 


PI. IX. 


j~*\ 


PI. IX. 


r* 


I ^JU 


' jj/s* 


Wt. 162-5. 

S. -85. 

p° This coin is similar in type and weight to the one listed as copper in N.J 
Qe ^ed"; o’ . II- But there is no doubt that Nos. 781 and 782 are billon fmuo 
J ’ bo is B.M.C. 405, a similar piece. 
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mist#,. 














jt& 

*Note to 795 a. Though Rodgers marks it as copper it seems more probable frotf 1 
type that it is billon. 
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iiA 


<SL 


Reverse 


As on 787. 


S 

Wt. 53-3. 

S. -55. 

vUi' 

4i)\ yl 

Wt. 54-5; 53-5; 53; 47-3. 
S. -55. 


ABiOr 

BAKE 


PI. IX. 


y' 

oVia\—> 


801 __ 


801a __ 


801 


Wt. 53-3. 
S. -5. 


but 


4 U 


\ *aJLiL^ 
4l\ 




B _ 

791? 


Hehli 
Daru4- 
mulk . 
V 792 


Wt. 53. 

S. -5. 

Ref. R. (Lahor, p. 103. 8). 

As on 787, but ? date. 
Wt. 47. 

Ref. Thomas, 256. 


In circle 


Margin 


>• 
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As on 787. 


In rayed circle 
ali 

A* 

(sic) 0 yj 

Wt. 75-3. 

S. -55. 


COPPEB 

[aUJVl > 

(? inverted) vU 


3** to 802. Neither the reading nor the attribution of thia coin is completely eatia- 


factory. 
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*1 Vote to 80S a. This is probably L.W.K. 8235. 
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MT7HAM- 
MAD IV 



806- 

807 


790 


Wt. 165-5 (worn). 
S. -8. 

Ref. B.M. 


y.i siuU»^ 
cyjJli. 4)1 

Wt,. 135; 140. 

S. *7. 

Dates observed: 789(B.M.), 

790. 


sli, 


PL X. 


/E 

807 a 


Dehli 

l>aru-l- 

inulk 

790 


COFFER 

ilUL 

S Lai 

5 U J^*T* 

Wt. 110. 

S. -6. 

Ref. B.M. 

*Noto to 806 b. See also R. IV. 6. 
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Wt. 69 ; 66. 
3. -55. 


Wt. 32-5. 
S. -45. 


<SL 


MUHAM¬ 
MAD IV 


PI. X. 


812 a 


ilA 

Wt. 14. 

S. -35. 

Ref. A. N. S. 




PI. XXIII. 


B 

812 b 


/E 

812c 


? First issues of Muhammad Shah when associated 
with his father. 


789 


As on 806, but 

v/s* 

Wt. 141-3. 

S. -7. 

Ref. B.M. 


BILLON 

I As on 806, but in 

j place of 




COPPER 


PI. XXI. 


sU> s*»\\ 

^jUaL* 

I The ^ cuts the IkJ 
*Mote to 80S. Cp. I.M&UM, but fuller specimens do not support 4 ' on the obverse. 


As on 808. 

Wt. 68-5. 
S. -65. 
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*Note to 832, N.S. xxxv, p. 181. 8 gives a variant with on reverse. 

*Note to 824. B.M- has a variant with 
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/E 

829 

Dehli 

Ddru-U 

mulk 

792 

ulU-, 

Wt. 68. 

B. -55. 

eLUl jlo 

v^r 

830 

793 


>> 

but vir 



Wt. 63-2. 

S. -6. 


831- 

833 

i 

. KU 

” 

Wt. 68-5; 65-6. 

S. -55-5. 

19 

but 

834 

795 

Wt. 64-7 (worn). 

S. -55. 

>9 

but vio 



Dates observed: 792, 783, 
794, 795. 

Posthumous dates observed: 
801, 804 with ^IkL, on obv. 


835*- 

838 

J1 ! 

As on 829. 

Wt. 69-5; 67-5. 

S. -55. 

>> 

but without date. 

838a 

99 

In circular area 

a\«w 

>> 



Wt. 66. 

S, -55. 

Ref. R. (Lahor, p. 104. 4). j 



1 ° f ^ rnces °i a circular border are visible on some coins of this typ 0, 

a.K.JN. has a coin with m.m. 97 to left of 
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Obverse 


840*— 

841 


842*- 

844 


844 j 


844 


In circle 




Margin (read from inside) 
(JbHO [o^ ^Ual- 


m. 54-7. 
S. -6. 


Reverse 


<SL 


v_J 

* l[*V 


Margin illegible. 

Wt. 52-8; 53-5. 

S. -6. 

Dates observed: 792 (B.M.), 
793, 794 ( I.M.C .)• 

Dehll ! si- 


Wt. 34-5 ; 34-1; 33-3. 
S. -45-4. 


MiTHAM- 

J*\ IV 


PI. x. 


but 


J** 


PI. x. 


Traces of a circle are found on some coins of this type 
both sides. 


As on 842. 

Wt. 24; 22*5. 

S. -45. 

Ref. R. (Labor), p. 104.6/6 A. 


As on 842. 






»U 


Wt. 16. 

8. *35. 


Ref. R. I., PI. VI. 3 (Labor). 

'*+ to 889. In a.h. 791 Muhammad was fighting for the throne. This date may be a 

IttotTtTsio" 1 R 1 T'l figures a coin of 792 with the margin reading from outside 
Rote to 842. A coin of |lu* type is given in S. (Lahor), pp. 104. 6, weighing 4- giai .. 
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Obverse 


Reverse 


sli. S+s.* 


As on S47. 


Wt. G9-6. 
S. -G. 



SIKAN- 
DAB I 


Ref. Berlin. 


PI. XXIII. 


848 b 


Dehll 



Wt. 30. 
S. -45. 


Ref. Thomas 275 and 
A. N. S. 




848 c 


J 


Ju^«» 


Wt. 18. 
S. -4. 


Ref. R. I. 2 (Lahor). 


*12. 


N 

848 b 


Dehll 
797 . 


MAHMUD II BIN MUHAMMAD IV 

A.H. 795-815. A.D. 1393-1413. 

©ODD 


ma^emOd 

II 


In circle 

r un 


ov J 


#1 ^ %us: * 

J1U-, 


Margin 

vlv . . . GJ J*> 


Wt. 171. 

S. 9. 

Ref N.S. xxxv (II. R. N.). 

., * P 


I 
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VSL 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

/E 

870 

Delill 

Daru-l- 

mulk 

As on 862, but finer let¬ 
tering. 

Wt. 56-8. 

S. -6. 

In double circle as on 862, 
but without date. 

PI. x- 

871 

Dehli 

Wt. 34-8. 

S. -45. 

pi. x. 

871A 

if 

)> 




Wt. 9. 




Ref H. R. N. 




Posthumous 

872 

Delill 

83- 

As on 856. 

Wt. 144. 

S. -65. 

As on 856, but 

Ar- 

873 

Dehll 

Daru-l- 

mulk 

816 

As on 862. 

Wt. 694. 

S. *6. 

As on 862, but 

All 

N 


NUSRAT SHAH 

A.H. 779-802 ? •» A.D. 1395-1399 1 

GOLD 

874* 

800 

As on 803 c, but 

A . . 

Wt. 1711. 

S. '8. 

F i, S' 


*Note to 874. Of. R. (Lahor, p. 108), wt. 167 grains. 
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Gl 

fSt 


No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

/E 

877 

Dehll 

DdriL-l- 

mulk 

797 

all 

^UaL, 

The ^ cuts across the tops 
of the UJ 

dlljl jU 

<>»•> 

v^v 



Wt. 71-3. 

S. -6. 

PL 

878 

a 

798 

ft 

Wt. 69. 

S. -6. 

tt 

but vlA 

879 

ff 

799 

JJ 

Wt. 66-1. 

So -6. 

but vii 



Dates observed : 797 , 708 , 
709 , 807 (B.M.C.). 


879 a 

ff 

tt 

Wt. 70. 

S. *55. 

tt 

but without date. 



Re/. N.S. xxxv, p. 188. 


879 b 

ft 

>» 

but with short ^ 

tt 



Wt. 60. 

S. -55. 




Ref. B.M. 


879o 

it 

tt 

but with 




Wt. 65-4. 

So -65. 




Ref H. R. N. 
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Pages 
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FlRUZ III 

No dated gold coin of Flruz III Tughluq is known before A.n. 759 
(No. 650 a), i.e. after he had reigned seven years. This was struck in 
the time of the Imam Abu’l Fath’ and was therefore subsequent to the 
Abu’l * Abbas Ahmad issue (No. 649). But as stated elsewhere it seems 
probable that certain issues, which have hitherto been assigned to 
Muhammad Tughluq, were the first issues of Flruz Tu gh luq. Abu 1 Fat. 
succeeded to the Khalifate in a.h. 753, and the news .of his succession 
evidently percolated slowly to India, as was the case with that of h lS 
predecessor, and also his successor Abu Abdulla. The latter was in¬ 
augurated in a.h. 763 but his name first appears on the coinage o 
Flruz in A.H. 766, No. 650 of a.h. 765 being struck in the name of Abu 
Fath. It was not till A.H. 785 that Flriiz dispensed with the Khalifa 3 
name on his gold coins, cf. Nos. 651 and 652. 

Nos. 652 a and 652 b are the only pure silver tankahs of Flruz H 
known. 1 They were possibly struck as special pieces and in view ° 
their rarity can hardly have formed part of the general currency. 

In billon we have the same conditions as in gold. Flruz’s first issue 
in his own name was the dateless 32 -rati billon, No. 694, in the name o 
Abu’l 'Abbas Ahmad. In a.h. 759 appeared the first of a series of date 
80 -rati and 32 -rati pieces, without the name of any special Khali 
The former coin was evidently the principal and most popular coin o 
the day. It is found in considerable numbers of every succeeding y® al 
of the reign. Nor did its popularity cease with the death of Flruz, 
the same piece continued to be struck with posthumous dates up 
A.H. 830 and specimens of it are even known dated A.H. 867 and 868. 

In passing, special attention may be drawn to coins Nos. 690-690 A 
struck in the territory of Sind (ajl»» c^U). These are the only coins o 
Flruz Tughluq, if we except the issues of Fath Khan when associate 
with him, that bear a mint name other than Dehll—vide J.R.A.S-, J u ^ ’ 
1900, p. 488. Flruz made two expeditions to Sind. 

Flruz evidently carried on the currency system introduced ^ 
Muhammad Tughluq in A.H. 727, and there need be no hesitation 111 
assuming that his 80-ra^ billons of similar fabric were also denominft 
tankahs. No one can fail to notice the frequency with which tran^^ 
tions in tankahs t sometimes in very large amounts, are recorded m ^ 
histories of Flruz Shah’s reign. But we are faced with the fact t ^ 
onW four pure silver tankahs are known to have survived in a . 

38years, whereas the 80 -rati pieces are found in large quantities. I 
1 Two other specimens were lost—see p. 174 (note). 
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bie that silver tanhaJis of previous kings existed in numbers Fi 
Wc to permit the striking of such coins to be dispensed with 
almost completely during so long a reign if they were an essential part 
of the currency. 

An assay of 19 coins of the 80 -rati billon type, selected haphazard, 
has been made by Dr. H. T. Plenderleith of the British Museum. In 
three coins of the earlier variety, the average silver content was 18-96 
per cent. In sixteen of the later variety the silver content averaged 
19-28 per cent. Thus the average per coin would come out at from 27 
to 28 grains. This is borne out by the assay at the Royal Mint (App. B) 
'which in two coins of a.h. 767 found a silver content of 27-10 grains in 
each coin and in six pieces of later date an average of 25-85 grains of 
silver per coin. Thus Firuz still further debased the tankah , and, as 
'will be seen later, his standard was maintained by his successors up to 
the reign of Sikandar Lodi. 

A list of Firuz Shah’s coins is provided by Shams-i-Siraj Afif in his 
Tanlch-i-Firuz Shdhl, from which, following Thomas, I reproduce the 

passage verbatim. 


3 y } JJOJ y-i • • • • j 

} j '£*-*>. rc* j 

j J/s j.ab 3 3 3 

' t^jT S 3 *' 5 ' 'A ^ 

‘ Sul tan Firuz Shah .... issued coins of several kinds, such as the gold 
tankah and the silver tankah , and the coin (»£* 1 *&>) of 48 jitals, and the 
Coins ( of 25 foals, 24 jUals, 12 jUah, 10 jitals, 8 jitals, and 6 jitals 
and the coin ( JV ) of one j fatal .... Firuz Shah commanded that they 
should issue a coin of \ jltal (which they call “adha”), and a coin of 
i'jital—dang — (which they call “ixiikah ”).* 

In N.S. xxxviii, J.A.S.B., 1925, the import of the word 3 between 
and 3 has been discussed. Further considera- 

f l °n suggests a modification of the view there put forward. Specimens 
are in fact known of the silver tankah , scarce though they be. On the 
0th 5 hand the substitution of »&S for the X- of the text before the 
^ appears reasonable, though not perhaps essential for the 
ai guinent. Attaching, then, the ordinary meaning to 3 , the list would 

1 Thomas has rendered this word as bikh— and has traced a connexion between it and 
‘ tho appropriate vernacular bhxkh— —alms \ But Professor Hodivala has pointed 

^ iho improbability of such a connexion, and his suggestion that the reading should be 
** ’ which signifies a quarter, is convincing. 
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^/ead ‘ the gold tanJcah, and the silver tankah , and the tankah (oi 
of 48 jitals' 1 —these being the three coins of highest value employed by 
Firuz. The third of these clearly represents the billon tanlcah. It is 
significant that no mention is made of a *5^5 or 50 -jltal tanlcah- 

Thus Firuz carries on the divisional system which has been shown to 
have been in force from the days of Iltutmish. For any but a 48 -jltal 
tanlcah most of the subdivisions in Shams-i-Siraj’s list would be incon¬ 
gruous, as shown in App. A. The list does, however, provide for fractions 
(25 and 10) of a 50 -jltal tanlcah and we have seen that such a tanlcah 
was current in the Dakhan in the reign of Muhammad Tughluq at any 
rate, and possibly earlier, under Muhammad Khaljl. It seems also to 
have been used, if not generally current, in Dehli, as is evident from a 
passage in the Tarilch-i-Firuz Shdhl, to which Professor Hodivala has 
drawn attention (E. D. iii., 366). There, referring to the imposition of 
the jizya on the Brahmans of Dehli, Shams-i-Siraj writes that the Sultan 
tSii3 ( jjJ6 j* (jLoyi—‘gave orders that 

they should take from each individual 2 10 tankah-i-'panjdhgdnls *. For 
this payment th ; wealthy Hindus of Dehli ( /r ^ ^aia) made themselves 


responsible. 

It would not be surprising that the use of the DakhanI tanlcah with 
its subdivision into 50 jitals should have spread to Dehli, whose inhabi¬ 
tants had been forced by Muhammad Tughluq to migrate to Daulataba 
and had had time to accustom themselves to the currency system of the 
south. But a stray instance of this sort cannot override the multip 1 ® 
evidence which goes to show that the normal Dehli tankah consisted o 
48 jitals. A possible explanation of this currency of 50 -jltal tankahs m 
Dehli which may be put forward is that when Firuz, as assay has shown, 
reduced the intrinsic value of his billon tanlcah in a.h. 759, the slight y 
more valuable tankahs of Muhammad came to be accounted as 50 -J'd 
tankahs . 

It is less easy to identify the other denominations mentioned in 11 
Tdnhh-i-Firuz Shdhl. Besides the 80-raft; piece, the only billons we 
know of are of four sizes, weighing 48 ratls (Nos. 691-693), 32 
(Nos. 694-711), 24 ratls (No. 712), and No. 713 of uncertain weight- 
We are told that a 6-jltcd piece ( shashgdm ) was introduced, as a novelty* 
by Firuz Shah—though Sheikh Mubarak included that denomination 
among Muhammad Tughluq’s dirhams . This coin cannot be identi e 
Both the 48-raft; and the 24-raft; pieces might come within the categ OI v 
of novelties. The last billons of 48 ratls (86*4 grains) had been i ?stie 


1 The use of the word tankah before panjdhgdnl in the passage quoted below se 0JJ3:5 
support this reading. ^ 

3 Dowson has ten tankahs and fifty jitals, apparently misreading a j between 
and panjahgdnl. 
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: I and Khusru. but these contained more silver than Firuz’s Pi 
We have had no previous example of a 24 -rati (43-2 grains) 
billon. Assay shows that No. 691 cannot boa shashgani, two specimens 
having yielded a return of 11*3 grains of silver per coin, whereas in 
a shashgani , the eighth part of Firuz’s billon tankah, the silver content 
should not exceed 3^ grains. We have yet to see whether No. 712 fulfils 
these requirements. 

Of the 32 -rati billons there are four issues, of which No. 694, with 
the name of Abu’l 'Abbas Ahmad on the obverse, must have been the 
earliest. Assay shows that these contain about 6J grains of silver. 

1 hey cannot therefore be shashganls, and may be quarters of the tankah 
or duazdihganls. Following them closely, or perhaps concurrent with 
them—for they began in a.h. 759—were Nos. 699 to 705. Three 
specimens of No. 702 give a return of about 11 grains of silver. This 
an d their close resemblance in legend to the several varieties of the 
tankah (Nos. 653 to 679) indicate that they may have passed as half 
tankahs (24 -gdnl pieces). During their currency issued Nos. 706-708 
^ r ifch a silver content similar to that of No. 694 and doubtless of a similar 
^nomination, while later in the reign came Nos. 709-711 of which 
he two specimens assayed return about 9£ grains of silver. These 
correspond to No. 680, and may be held to be successors (further debased) 
Nos. 699 to 705 i.e. half tankahs. 

bhere seems to be some ground for thinking that No. 713, the smallest 
tll e billon coins, was the jltal , which Shams-i-Siraj shows to have 
been definitely included as a coin in Firuz’s currency. By this time 
fatal or forty-eighth part of a tankah had sunk in value to less than 
a of silver. But its diminutive size when translated into billon 


^ust have made it most inconvenient for daily use, and it seems likely 
1 ^ rarity supports this—that it was quickly supplanted by a handier 
coin. We ma y con jecture, therefore, though we cannot affirm, that 
introduced a copper jltal by the issue of Nos. 714-723 a. The 
laie coin No. 713 a would then be a double jltal (dugdnl). 

On these coins Firuz started the familiar ‘ Daru-l-mulk Dehll reverse, 
^ type which was to persist in the copper coinage till the accession of 
^bandar Lodi. Indeed the Sultans of the Sayyid dynasty incorporated 
irtiz s copper * jltal' bodily in their own coinages, as they did his 
merely adding the date of issue. 

Firuz had been content in his early years to carry on Muhammad 
n gbluq’ s 32 ~ratl fidua of the Al-Hakim series, the change of reign 
Jc ing revealed only by a change of date. Later, he preserved the denomi¬ 
nation in his own currency (No. 724). Five of these coins would have 
^ f n equivalent to four of the newly introduced copper jltals of 40 rails. 

len Firuz remodelled the coinage and restored the jltal as a coin he 
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'introduced—as Shams-i-Siraj takes special care to emphasize—the k 
and < paikah\ Though the new jital was apparently at first a billon 
piece (No. 713) it is hardly conceivable that these tiny pieces should also 
have been coined of mixed metal. Nor is there any warrant in 1 lr " 
text of Shams-i-Siraj for so supposing. If, then, it is correct to hold tha 
the copper coins of type No. 714 were jltals we have to hand in Nos. 7* 
and 735 A, the half and quarter jital. These are the lowest values m 
the extant coins just as the aclha and paikah are the smallest coins 
mentioned by Shams-i-Siraj, and seem to be peculiarly adapted for the 
special use of the v,^.—‘'the poor beggar—for whom that author 

says they were struck. 

FATH KHAN 

_ In A.H. 760 Firuz Shah invested his son Fath Khan with the insignia 

Catalogue of royalty, among them being the right of issuing coins in his own 

Nos. 745— name. As observed in J.A.S.B ., N.S. xxxv, p. 168, by Mr. Nevill, i 

W** 8 ) seems clear that Firuz Shah did so by virtue of his appointment of that 
°186-188 prince to the viceroyalty of the eastern portion of his dominions . 1 

this way ‘ originated the separate principality, known as Iqlimu-sh-sha r( l 
(i.e. territory ofc the east) which not long afterwards became the indepen 
dent kingdom of Jaunpur \ Gold tanJcahs from two mints are know n 
Iqlimu-sh-sharq (which probably denotes Jaunpur) and Patna, bo j 
are dated a.h. 761. There is also a third remarkable type, representet 
by a single coin, which belonged to General Cunningham and is now 1 
the British Museum (No. 745 B). The first word of the reverse has not been 
read with any certainty. Mr. Gibbs suggested ^1; Mr. C. J. Rodger 
. —but was not satisfied with the reading. Neither of these two su gg e9 

tions is convincing. The last letter is almost certainly a j and this rtt e 
out . A trace of the first letter, however, points to a ^ or £ and 
* guardian ’ or ‘ warden * is now suggested. The date unfortunately lS 
not on the extant part of the margin but the name of Abu * Abdulla sho^ s 
that it was struck after a.h. 765 (see ante p. 218). The legend 
signify that by this time Fath Khan's viceroyalty had been extern ei 
over the west as well as the east. 

The billon coins are of two weights 80 and 32 ratis —the foir^ 
correspond closely in intrinsic value to the 80 -rati billon tankahs ^ 
Firuz—having in the case of three coins of No. 746 an average o ^ 
grains of silver and in the case of three coins of No. 751 an average^ 
2810 grains of silver per coin (App. B). The only 32 -rati piece assa> ^ 
is No. 757. That gives a return of 10*50 grains of silver, showing ^ 
to correspond to Firuz’s 32 -rati piece, No. 702. All these billons ^ -' e ^ 


/ 


indications of provincial mintage. No. 760 bis, which corresponds 
No. 750, is a type that has only recently come to light. 
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Ghiyasu-d-dln Tughluq who succeeded Firuz Shah was the son of £ ata j Qo . ue 
Fath Khan, who had died in a.h. 776, but he soon proved his unfitness Nog ‘ 
to rule and was assassinated after a reign of only six and a half months. 761—770 b 
His gold tanlcahs are very scarce and, as might be expected, no Pages 
tanlcah of silver is known, but for so short a reign the billon and copper 
currency was unusually well provided for. The increase in weight of 
the billon tanlcah of 96 rails which, as will be seen later, was introduced 
by Muhammad son of Firuz Shah during his regency in A.H. 790, was 
maintained, while in addition billons of 80, 48, and 32 rails were issued. 

The unique piece, No. 768 , has lost weight and may be assumed to be 


a 48 -rati piece. 

In copper we get the Firuz! 'jital' and its half. Contemporary 
history—which is confined to the Tdrlkh-i-Mubdrak Shahi— gives us 
no help on matters connected with coinage. 

In the absence of any mention of the jital it is not possible to say 
whether this name, if, as suggested ante, it was applied to tho copper 
40 -rati piece, was preserved. It will therefore be convenient in future 
to refer to that denomination by the more generic term falus, which, 
as we know from the Mughal currency, was used in preference to the 
Angular fah to denote a copper coin, and was applied to coins of varying 
weights. 


FIRUZ SHAH ZAFAR 


ZAFAR 


Thomas (Ghron., p. 297-299) assumes 1 that Firuz Shall, aftei Fath ^ 

Khan’s death, gave to his second son Zafar the privilege of striking 771-779 a 
‘ binominal coinage’, and accounts for the difficulty caused by com. Pages 
elated a.h. 791 by treating them as an instance ‘of the unreseive wi , 

^bich the Debll mint masters latterly put forth posthumous coins 
* homas seems to have known of only one dated type an 1 e^ai 
& s an exceptional issue. But later research has shown that both go , 
ili° n , and copper coins of Firuz Shah Zafar are dated an t ia 1 ^ 

(with one doubtful exception of a.h. 790, No. 778 a) is invariably a.h 791, 

!; e - after Firuz Shah’s death. This in itself goes f ar to 111 e ou e 
'kelihood of the coins being posthumous. But the chronologica question 
^ been dealt with in detail by Mr. H. R NeviU in article 214 of 
bl-S xxxv, J.A 8 B 1921, and his conclusion that ‘ Zafar, under the style 
of Firuz Shah Zafar, succeeded Tughluq II but survived his accession 
0nl y a few months, and was followed by his son Abu Bakr has been 
accepted by numismatists. No mention is made in the Tdnlch-i-Mubarak 

1 But without furnishing any proof for his assumption. 
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/ Shahl of Firuz Shah Zafar’s accession to the Dehll throne, 
case we may safely prefer the evidence of the coins themselves. 

It is to be noted that on some of the types Zafar drops the sb cr 5 -' 
and styles himself Firuz Shah Zafar Sultan!, which is an indication that 
he had established his own claims to the throne and no longer needed 
the help of his parentage. The billon coins are of 96, 80, 64, 48, and 
32 ratlSy i.e. the tanlcah and 5-, 4-, 3-, and 2-sixths of a tanJcah. The 
64-raft; piece is an innovation ; the others are of weights current in the 
preceding reign. It may be noted that No. 776 A corresponds in type 
to No. 768 of Tughluq II. The standard of the billon coinages during 
this and the preceding reign shows considerable deterioration, making 
it sometimes difficult to distinguish a billon from a copper coin. But 
this perhaps need not cause surprise in view of the conditions of the 
time. The fight for supremacy among the descendants of Firuz Shah 
during the three years after the latter’s death must have created a 
marked scarcity of funds in the treasuries of the rival claimants, with 
the resultant difficulty for them of issuing money enough to pay their 
way except by debasing the currency. 

In copper there is a unique 40 -rati fulios, No. 779 a, which corre¬ 
sponds to what has been tentatively styled the jital of Firuz, with its 
eUJI jta reverse. But a coin which is more frequently met with i s 
No. 779, which seems intended for a double 32 -rati piece. Rodgers 
( J.A.S.B . iv, p. 20-22) mentions one of 113 grains. This weight f° r 
copper was introduced by Muhammad son of Firuz when acting. 8,8 
regent in A.n. 790 (Ree No. 807 a). Zafar’s coin, though not of a distinc¬ 
tively copper type, must be regarded as of that metal (see Tlios. 2* * 
R, iv, pp. 20-22, I.M.G ., 472). It is distinguishable both in appearance 
and inscription from the billon piece No. 775 b. 


ABtt ABU BAKR 

On the death of his father Zafar in a.h. 791 Abu Bakr succeeded to 
Catalogue ^he throne and held it through the following year, but his tenure was a 
**780-803 b ver y P reca -rious one for Muhammad the son of Firuz III, who had h een 
Pages ' associated in the government with his father and been allowed to is« m 
194-200 coins in his own name in A.H. 789, was still alive, and made freque*^ 
attempts to oust Abu Bakr. One of these eventually succeeded, an 
Abu Bakr was captured and ended his days as a prisoner in Meerut. 

His gold coins are scarce, and no silver tankahs have been found. ^ ^ 

The deterioration of the billon currency which has been notice ft j 
in the two preceding reigns became very marked under Abu Bakr. 

1 Nor is the question dealt with in C. H. I, vol. iii (1928)—where, indeed, 

Shah Zafar is not even mentioned. 
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between billon and copper is on the face of it so thin that j_ 

bf what must, by analogy with the coins of Zafar and Tughluq H, BAZB 
lave been intended to pass as billon issues, have at one time or another 
>een put down—and from their appearance quite justifiably—as of 
copper. The coins Nos. 781 to 786, 791b, 792 to 795 a, 795 c, 801a, 

3, and 803 A, may be quoted as instances of this. In listing the Abu 
-»a a series I have been guided largely by the types and weights of the 
coins especially the latter—and have placed among the billon issues 
coins which, to outward appearance, seem to have no claim to such a 
position. As we have seen in the preceding reigns there are certain 
^eights or types which are definitely associated with the billon currency. 

w len we find Abu Bakr, in strict imitation of his predecessors, issuing 
oins of 96, 80, 64, 48, and 32 ratis we may reasonably assume that 
cy were meant to pass as billon tankahs and fractions thereof, not- 
deb Stan ^ n ? their coppery appearance which was the result of excessive 
asement. We have to remember that when a coin is first issued a 
l y small quantity of silver is sufficient to give it a silvery surface, 

^ l °h in circulation it quickly loses. For a parallel state of things the 
(list/ ^ C ° inageS t'kird century A.D., where the denarius is scarcely 

^S Ul shable from copper, may be instanced. 

16 classification now given may perhaps appear arbitrary in certain 
cases, e.g. Nos. 784 to 786, 803, and 803 A and b. But to take these 
a ~ Va ^ pieces as copper is to assume that Abu Bakr was responsible for 
veiy striking increase in the weight of the copper unit, a change 
lc i his successor at once abandoned and which only took placo more 
r * U tllirt y years later under a new dynasty, when the coinage was 
w«* n ° 6 ^ ec ^* ^t inconceivable that a king, circumstanced as Abu Bakr 
®k°uld have had the inclination or the opportunity to introduce 
y> still less such an important, change in the currency, 
clear ^? n ^ on nmy be called to No. 795. The date (793) —which is quite ^ 
AV ~ i > 18 rernar kable and very scarce. It is explained by the fact that 
U surrendered to Muhammad in the first month of that year. 

a ^°mas records another example, of the type of No. 787. No. 791B is 
of ^ Xce Ptional piece. The obverse is the same as the reverse of No. 775 a 
to th fat * ^ r * (N.S. xxxv, p. 179) thinks that it ‘ lends strength 

pen I * 6 theor y that Abu Bakr was placed on the throne temporarily 
the arrival in Dehli of his father 5 . It may, however, be just 
^ o er instance of the hurried use of an old die by a new king, which 
lave had frequent occasion to observe elsewhere. 

I ^H^dering that in Abu Bakr’s billon issues the proportion of silver 
abs ° 6n re ^ uce( ^ nearly to the vanishing point the almost complete 
|i u . , nce a purely copper currency is not a matter for surprise. It is 
et to two or three hardly recognizable examples of the ‘ Ddnt-l- 
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mulk Dehll * type. We can only suppose that the popular copplsrj 
of Firuz was still circulating in numbers sufficient to make up the 
deficiency. We have seen that it was used by subsequent Sultans who 
merely 7, added to the inscription the years of their own reigns. 

The three coins 803, 803 a, and 803 b are of unusual interest. They 
are of three distinct types and on all the obverse legend reads without 
question ‘ Firuz Shah bin Abu Bakr Shah Rodgers in J.A.S.B. for 1896 
(R. vi) published No. 803 A and remarked: ‘ This king is not mentioned 
in history. . . . This Firuz Shah must not be confounded with Firuz 
Shah Zafar the father of Abu Bakr Shah. I formerly edited one of this 
king’s coins. But I misread it.’ Mr. Nevill (N. S. xxxv, p. 178) writes 
that ‘ possibly the name Zafar has disappeared owing to a faulty 7 arrange¬ 
ment of the lettering or else the die was defective ’. That the same 
legend should be repeated on three different types seems to dispose of 
any question of a defective die. Moreover, there is no scope for the dis¬ 
appearance of jAo on 803 A. No such prince, however, as Firuz Shah 
son of Abu Bakr is known to history and a difficulty lies in the fact 
that the date recorded on Nos. 803 and 803 a is a.h. 792, whereas Abu 
Bakr did not surrender his kingship till Muharram A.H. 793 and exampl eS 
are known of his coins bearing that date (cf. Nos. 788 and 795). Muham¬ 
mad was, however, formally installed as Sultan in Ramazan a.h. 792 ° n 
the capture of Dehli (Ghron. y p. 303). It may therefore be that in the 
last three months of the year a son of Abu Bakr put forward preten¬ 
sions to the throne which his father had clearly lost, and that this is ft 
case where coins must be held to supply an omission of written history* 
As we have already seen in the case of Firuz Shah Zafar, contemporary 
history is not always comprehensive, and can frequently be implemented 
by numismatic evidence. 

All three types are billons of the 9 6-rati standard and are presum' 
ably intended for tankahs , though as observed in the case of Abu Bakr s 
coins, the amount of silver in them is almost nominal. 


MUHAffi 
MAD IV 

Catalogue 

Noe. 


MUHAMMAD IV 


Muhammad’s first taste of sovereignty was in a.h. 789. His father 
Firuz Shah, had by then become old and infirm and found it expedient 

on* „ ,. to hand over the reins of Government to his son. When Firuz died m 
o<)3c-814b Phis 

Pages a.h. 790 the succession naturally went to Tughluq Shah, the son or 11 

201-207 eldest son Fath Khan, and Muhammad, whose regency was not very 
successful, failed to get sufficient support, and was obliged to retire to 
Nagarkot. On the death, however, of Tughluq Shah he reasserted hm^ 
self vigorously and there was a ding-dong struggle between the n v ' a 
claimants to the throne. Muhammad indeed is said to have ‘ mount 6 
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t A - n * 791 in Samana (E. D. iv, p. 21 ) but no coins of his 
1 of that year, unless No. 839 can be so regarded. In a.h. 792 MAD IV 
verlapped Abu Bakr; so coins of that year are known of both 
Sultans. 

Regency period a.h. 789-790. No gold or silver coins of this period 
? re known. But in the billon series Muhammad made an important 
innovation. He advanced his father’s billon tanlcah from a piece of 80 
° one of 96 ratls (Nos. 805 a-b). At the same time, however, he 
e amed the 80 -rati piece as a lower denomination, thus recalling the 
concurrent silver tanlcah and < adll of Muhammad Tughluq. It is pos- 
81 . e ^ la, k No. 822 was the 32 -rati piece of this period. In the copper 
•senes also Muhammad introduced a new denomination in No. 807 A. 
is coin weighs 110 grains and is probably, therefore, the double 

Ar ^ & ra, ins) of the 32 -rati piece which Firuz took over from 
-Muhammad Tughluq. 

812 ^° P eiaod a ^ so we think must be assigned the unusual coins 
B atl( ^ 812 c, which are identical in type with the regency coins 
*cc pt that is substituted for —presumably an engraver’s error. 

A °* 8 ^ B would be the normal 1 tanlcah' of the time. It is dated 
m 1 be ' ^ be y ear P re ceding the increase in the weight of the tanlcah 
°* 805 A )* No. 812 c is the copper 40 -rati fulds or ‘ Fii'uzi jltal ’. 

-4s sole ruler a.h. 792-795. Gold coins of this period are scarce. 
ie £°hl tanlcah , No. 804, though bearing Muhammad’s name, is dated 
8 ~*h and was not struck by him but by Mubarak II. It is the only 
. ° w n gold coin of that sovereign prior to the issue of coins in his own 

Gai ue in a.h. 832 . 

• s ^ v er coin is traceable, though Thomas records a coin of a.h. 793 
. le Cab * ne ^ °f Mr. E. C. Bayley , 1 and one of A.H. 794 is mentioned, 
coi ( an ^ r ^ er cnce, by Mr. Nevill in N. S. xxxv, p. 180. Silver 
Mis, with Muhammad’s name and superscription were, however, issued 
gQ. ater Sultans for their own use, the date only being changed—e.g. No. 

Ki J11 one 8truck in A - H - 818 b y Kh 1 ? 1, £k an > the first of the Sa ^ id 

is. ^ ^hus seems probable that there was a previously existing model 
Co *. Ued b y Muhammad himself. That Sultan’s evident interest in the 
also points to him, rather than his son Mahmud II, as the person 
^ponsible for the revival of a pure silver currency. The higher 
ei ghts of the posthumous coins, both gold and silver, may be noticed. 
h’]l n bdb)ri we get coins of 96, 80, and 32 rails. Four of the 80 -rati 
? lls have been assayed (App. B) and show a silver content of 27*84 
^ thus corresponding closely to the billon tan leaks of Fath Khan 
^iriiz. But with the restoration of a silver coinage and the 

^nabr?*/ Ba yl e y J s coins went to the Hermitage Museum, Leningrad, but I have been 
,e to trace this coin. 


miSTfiy 




; TUGHLUQS-B 

introduction of a 9 6-ratt billon, the importance of the 80 -rat 
disappeared and it presumably represented no more than its intrinsic 
value indicates—viz. a sixth of the silver coin, i.e. a hashtgdni. 

In copper Muhammad made large use of the fulus of 40 rails, which, 
with the reappearance of the silver tavJcah , must have reverted to its 
original value of one-fourth of a jltal. 1 He also popularized a double 
fulus i.e. a half jltal (No. 825-8). These were the two principal coins 
in circulation, but we get in addition the 3 2-ratl piece (five of which 
went to four 40 -rati fulus) and several smaller coppers down to 16 grains. 


sxkan- SIKANDAR I 

Of Sikandar, Muhammad’s son, who was only on the throne f Q1 
Catalogue forty-five days, no gold or silver coins are known, but considering the 
^845-848 o s h° r tness the reign a very full series of the lower value coins was 
Pages issued. There are billons of 80 and 32 rails and in copper the 40 -rail 
208-209 fulus with ds double (No. 846), half, and quarter. 


MA?M©D 

II 


MAHMUD II 

The reign of Mahmud, son of Muhammad IV, was a stormy one. I n 


Catalogue a.H. 797 a rival Sultan was put up in Nusrat Shah, son of Fath Khan, 
A 84*8 d- 873 anc * ^ 0r severa, l y ears these two watched each other from different parts 
Pages Dehli, while the rest of the empire was ruled, in practical independence, 

209-214 by various nobles. When Timur invaded India and sacked Dehli m 
A.H. 801 Mahmud made good his escape and did not return till A.H- ^04. 
From then till A.H. 808 the real ruler in Dehli was Mulla Iqbal Khan, 
and for a time Mahmud retired to the fief of Qanauj. After Iqb' 1 
Khan’s death Mahmud was recalled to Dehli, where he remained under 
Daulat Khan’s control till he died in A.H. 815. 

Thomas records no gold tankahs of Mahmud, but three types have 
since come to light. Of these No. 848 D, which is unique, seems to have 
been the first issue and to have been superseded by No. 849 which ni 
its turn, gave way to No. 850. These two only differ in the ‘ Kunyat 
of the Sultan. At some date, perhaps about a.h. 800, there was a revision 
of the gold and silver coin weights. Gold coins of a.h. 797 and 799 are 
of normal weight—168 and 171 grains respectively, but the Brit* 8 
Museum coin of a.h. 800 (see No. 850) weighs 174-2 grains. Similarly 
in silver No. 850 a of a.h. 795 weighs 164-8 grains, while two pieces o 
a.h. 815 in the British Museum of the type of No. 851 weigh 171 am 

1 Or was it still known as a jltal? In Bljiinagar the principal copper coin in ^ 
middle of the ninth century x.n. was termed a jltal. It was a third of the silver c 
(Mr), which ifcnolf wns a sixth of a gold fanam. twenty of which wont to tt gold 
(U. D, iv, p. 100.; 
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and N.S. xxxv records a specimen of A.H. 814 of the same 
veighing 174 grains. Gold coins of the rival Sultan Nusrat 
ed a.h. 800 weigh 167 and 171*1 grains (see No. 874). But 
shortly after the revision, gold and silver, so far as our knowledge goes, 
disappeared from the currency. Nor do they reappear for over thirty 
years in the case of gold—with the solitary exception of No. 804—or in 
the case of silver till A.H. 814 when, if Mahmud was alive, 1 he was at 
any rate but a figurehead, and the real government was in the hands of 
Daulat Khan. This hiatus was doubtless due to the depletion not only 
°f the State Treasury but of precious metals throughout the country 
generally that resulted from the invasion of Timur in A.H. 801. 

The metrology of the first half of the ninth century is complicated. 
Ihere is nothing to guide us but the coins themselves. We have found, 
° n evidence that appears to us convincing, that in the seventh and eighth 
centuries the tankah of Delill (as distinct from that of the Dakhan) cou¬ 
nted of 96 ratis and was divided into 48 jltals, each jltal being worth 
4 copper fulus. When the coinage was not a token one, the evidence 
m Coates that it was tri-metallic, each metal exchanging with the other 
m accordance with its value. In an autocratic state like Dehll the will 
the Sultan would be able to fix ratios without regard to the temporary 
fluctuations of the market. The normal gold to silver ratio was 1:10— 
t°n silver tankahs exchanged for one gold tankah and in the aiticle 
Reprinted in App. B it has been shown that the normal copper to silver 
jutio was probably 80 :1, the copper coin of 40 ratis or 72 grains being 
T 3 standard fals of which four went, to th e jltal. Thus a silver tankah 
0 I'2.8 grains would be equivalent to 13,824 grains of coppei. 

B ut in the time of Akbar a rupee of 178 grains was equivalent to 
0nl y about 12*940 grains of copper (40 dams of 323*5 grams) and this 
w °uld mean a ratio of about 1 : 72. Thus copper appreciated in terms 
A if ilver ’ What the ratio was in Mahmud’s time we have no information 
i 111 know is that the weights of his gold and silver coins are increased 
^ that the weights of his copper coins remain stationaiy. e sti 
f et t}l e pieces of 80 ratis (144 grains), 40 ratis (72 grains), and 20 rat is 
A grains), whatever their names may have been. There are no gi oun< s 
thinking that there was any change in the subdivisional system of 
!* e currency. There seems little doubt, therefore, that the value of 
® Uve r bad fallen in terms of copper—in other words, while hitherto 
.& rains of copper had normally exchanged for 172 -8 grains of silver, 
this period they were equivalent to a larger quantity. 

. Mother outstanding feature of Mahmud’s revision was the di scon- 
tln uance of the billon coinage. We get no dated billon pieces of Mahmud 

Put ' ?: L Ah P* 204, gives February 1413 (a.h. 815) as the date of his death. Feriahta 
lc «» A u. 8U, 
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later than a.h. 796, and his undated 32 -rati billon is known fron 
specimens that the issue of that coin too was probably confined to the 
early years of the reign. Thus the revision must have taken effect well 
before Timur’s invasion had its disastrous effect on the Dehli currency, 
and was therefore independent of it. Nusrat Shah, Mahmud’s con¬ 
temporary, and Mubarak Shah, who reigned from A.H. 824 to 837, 
followed Mahmud’s example and issued, so far as we know, no billon 
coins in their own name. At the same time we do get instances of Firuz 
ghah’s billon tankahs struck in a number of years between a.h. 801 and 
830 (see under No. 689), but they were apparently subsidiary to and not 
part of the official currency, and they were no longer tanlcahs, unless 
they retained that name while the revived silver coins received a new 
designation. 1 As the tankah was, after a.h. 727, a coin of descending 
value till it became a copper piece under Akbar, this does not seem 
unlikely. 

Attention may be drawn to two unique coins—the double fulus of 
y the ‘Daru-l-mulk Dehli’ type (No. 861 a) and the tiny coin (No. 8/1 A ) 
of 9 grain v which must have been an eighth of a fulus. We have to g° 
✓back to Iltutmish for such minute coins. Mahmud also continue 
v Muhammad IV’s 32-vati copper pieces (No. 870). 


NUjpRAT NUSRAT 

Catalogue Nusrat Shah, who was a son of Fath Khan and grandson of Firuz IIb 
^° S 874 880 WaS ^ orwarc ^ as a c l aiman t to the throne in a.h. 797 and for that am 
p a g eg the following four years his coins issued alongside those of Mahniu • 
214-217 Both issued coins After the invasion of Timur 1° 

a.h. 801 Nusrat reoccupied Dehli but is not heard of after A.H. 80- 
Gold tanlcahs of Nusrat are exceedingly scarce, and were probably struc 
for special occasions rather than for circulation. No silver or bill° u 
coins are known. 

In copper there are three varieties of the double fulus , including * 1 
y rare coin with eUJl fz reverse (No. 876 b), several varieties of the 
fulus and a half fulus. 


1 Was it now that the silver coin came to be known as a rupee (-o^) ? Abul Ffl? 
says that it was first introduced by Sher Khan and I have not been able to 
reference to the rupee earlier than Sher Shah, but the increase in weight of the snve ^ 
gold coins of this period, which was emphasized by the Surfs, is not without signuiea ^ 
Incidentally Mr. J. Allan has pointed out that the word £ rupaka ’ was in use as the n ^ 
of a coin in the eleventh century ( Epigraphia Indica , vol. xiv, p. 809). It may 
that the term * tankah ' was also discontinued about this time for the gold coin. p( j. 
Malfuzat-i-Tlmurl it is recorded that at the sack of Dehli Timur found l ashrafxs. g° lct , uS 
silver tankahs of the celebrated 'alai coinage &c. . . (E. D. iii, p. 446). The author ^j j0 

rather significantly discriminates botwc - n ashra/ls and gold tankahs (by which t« rl ®1 jjy 
gold coins of 'Alau-d-dln Muhammad Khali! are correctly described), and incidon ^ 
introduces to uh the name of the gold coin—a name which Babur ulso applied to the g 
of tho Dehli Sultans and which has survived to modern times. 
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No. 


N 

880 a* 


/R 

881 


Mint 

Date 


Delill 
— 5 


/E 

882*- 

883 


83- 


Obvorse 


Dehll 

834 


MUBARAK SHAH II MUBA- 

A.H. 824-837. a.d. 1421-1434. SASH 

GOLB 

In circle 

Lissii lil 
eU 
cr*** 

Around 

. 

PI. XXI. 


c=? 

CiyUll 

ill e)jW» 

^IkL, 

Wt. 164. 

S. -75. 


Ref B.M. (1929). 


SILVER 


As on 803 o, but 
a r- 

Wt. 170-7. 

S, -85. 

Dates observed : 833 (Th.), 

834 (N.S. xxxv), 835, 837 
(Th.). 

COPPER 

In circle 

all 
taJ^Uo 

Margin 

cM* 

wt. 164-6; 164. 

S. -75. 


d 

ill e);K» 

(cM 


PI. X. 




c>^' 

Art* 


PI. X. 


Mubarak, aee No. 804 . , , oo . ;ltnn 

*A'oto (o S82. This is Th. 288, erroneously listed as billon. 
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/E 


Posthumous 


Reverse 


895 


Dehli 

Daru-l- 

mulk 

854 


As on 887, but the 0 of 
(jlkLi cuts through the UaJ 

Wt. 84-4. 

S. *55. 


As on 887, but 

AOt® 




BTOBA- 

hak ii 


Dates observed: 854, 855 (II. R. N.)—issued by Bahlfll 
Lodi. 


896 


>) 

854 


u UJL 

Wt. 70-8. 

S. -5. 


As on 895. 


A/ 

897* 


845? 


MUHAMMAD V BIN FARID 
a.h. 837-849. a.D. 1434-1443. 

GOLD 


HU HAM- 
MAD V 


As on 803 c, but 

At®0 ? 

Wt. 173-8. 

S. -75 X-8. 


y\ 

*li» £>./ 


cH 

^IWLJI 


cH 


pi. XI. 


Dates observed: 841 (I.M.G., wt. 171-8), 843, 844, 845 
(II. R. N., wt. 175-15). 


8 97 A 


839 


As on 897, but 
An 


SILVER 

As on 897. 


Wt. 169-5. 

S. *85. 

Ref. E.M. 

Other dates: 841 (B.M.), 844 (H. R. N* wt. 173-17), 846 
(Th., wt. 175), 847 (B.M.)—weights up to 17o grs. 

*Rotc to 897. Thomas gives 176 grs. as the weight of his specimen (No. 291). 
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917 


Dehll 

851 


918 

11 

852 


9lg 

11 

853 


920 
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Obverso 

Reverse 

'ALAM SHAH 

A.H. 849-855. 

A.D. 1445-1451. 

SILVER 

As on 803 c, but 

^IkL, 

Aor 

^ sLlJIc 

Wt. 175. 


S. -8. 

sli* all 

Ref. N.S. xxvi, p. 483. 


BILLON 


^IkU 


sLlJIc 

AO 1 

v^- 

Wt. 142-6. 

Lao 

S. -7. 

Pl. XI. 

ii 

„ 

but Aor 


Wt. 145*5. 

S. *7. 


i) 

» 

but ao r 


Wt. 148*1. 

S. 7, 


Dates observed: 851, 852, 
853, 854 (H. R. N.). 


wAl’ 

a 

1 

but with ^ to right of 
(off this coin). 

J -" 




Wt. 56 3. 

8. *5. 

PI. XI. 


<SL 

'ALAM 

SHAH 
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*Note to 921. H.R.N. lists a ooin of this type weighing 145 grs. 
*Note to 923. B.M.C. 472 (of 854) weighs 73-5 grs. 
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MUBARAK II 

Ilaulat Khan Lodi, whose advance to the throne followed naturally 
t e death of Mahmud, and his successor Khizr Khan Sayyid, refrained 
°! n exercising the royal privilege of striking coins in their own names, 
U ^ le * r ® xa mple was followed by Mubarak Shah during the first eight 
} ears of his reign. They preferred to maintain types of coin that had be¬ 
come popular in the recent past, merely altering the dates on them. Billon 
S anC * C0 PP er Flruz III, silver coins of Muhammad IV 

. a hmud and gold of Muhammad IV were, as we have seen, brought 
re( l u ^itian. In a.h. 832, however, Mubarak initiated a coinage of 
Tl ° Wn ' s ^ ver co ^ ns retained the weight standard of Mahmud. 

10 , lllaa £* ves 174 grains as the weight of a coin of A.H. 835 and a 
^ ar We ight is recorded in the Lucknow Catalogue for a coin of 
*!** an d, though coins of lesser weight are not uncommonly met 
* , they are usually in poor condition. The gold coin of a.h. 825 
°* ^04) also conforms to the higher standard. On the other hand, the 
r ^°d piece known of Mubarak’s coinage in his own name (No 880 a) 
Thi^ S grains only and cannot have lost more than a few grains, 
a , n V ° Uld seem indicate an appreciation of gold in terms of silver, 
c °i Q of about 170 grains being now sufficient exchange for ten 
1 V p! C °* ns higher weight. 

c ^he chief feature of interest is the revision of the weights of the 

^opper coins. Instead of the normal 40 -rati fulus, which had subsisted 
p. Ce ^ le days of Iltutmish, and its double the 80-ra^ coin which 
. UUz ^ had first struck, we find 48 -rati (86-4 grains) and 9 6-rati 
tIie C ° S would make the old jltal of 4 fulus —of which 48 went to 

288 —equivalent to 345-6 grains of copper (86-4x4), instead of 

16 - ^ and '^harak’s silver coin, though not advanced in weight, worth 
Mai' ^ x 4x 48) grains of copper instead of the 13,824 grains of 
a a • 111 hd s time. But we have seen that copper under Mahmud was an 
ffvtating metal. It is hardly conceivable that it should have depre- 
Unt * an< ^ SUC ^ an ex ^ en ^> a ^ ew years later. It is suggested, therefore, 
? ^ le sdver rupee (or whatever its name was) was now divided into 
■H ‘ if u ^ P ar hs instead of 48. On this assumption the silver coin would 
of At e ^ Ua ^ fe 1^,824 grains of copper (86-4 x 4 x 40) as in the reign 
anmud. Lest this solution appear to be too arbitrary, let it be 
fc he division of the rupee into forty copper dams of about 
0 grains was well established in the time of Akbar; that Abu-l-Fazl 


<SL 


MUBA¬ 
RAK II 

Catalogue 

Nos. 

880 a-896 
Pages 

231-233 


!40 
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■^y traces the dam back—though somewhat inaccurately, as we shon* 

to the time of Bahlul Lodi; and that Sikandar Lodi’s tanJcahs admit' 


teddy conformed to a similar scale, representing twenty to the rupee. 

Mubarak issued no billon coins. In copper besides the fulus and the 
double fulus which are well known, he also struck a half fulus of 24 ratte, 
which is much rarer (No. 396 a). 


MUHAM¬ 
MAD V 


MUHAMMAD Y 


Catalogue . ^ ie a ^ sence °f billon coins, so useful as fractions of the tankah , had 
Nos. u evidently caused inconvenience, and it is no surprise to find Muhammad, 
Pa^os ^ A 3 successor and the son of his brother Farid, resuming coinage 

233-236 ^ 10 trai.< tonal mixed metal. In doing so he reverted to 80 ratls as 

t e weight cf his principal billon coin, abandoning the 9 fi-ratl piece foi 
a _J ne k a • -the time-honoured 32-ratl coin also reappears. 

Ilham mad s gold and silver tankahs are definitely heavier than 
lose issued by his predecessor. Similarly the weight of the larger 
1 , on P leces appreciably exceeds the maximum of 80 ratls = 144 grain 9 
which we have hitherto found maintained for these coins. Rodgers 
(Labor, p. 109) records ten such pieces of an average weight of over 
147 grains and several of those here catalogued are over 144 grains* 
1 he smaller billons also, if we allow for reasonable wear and tear, must 
have exceeded 57-6 grains. In copper too we find an excess in the 
48 -rati fulus, specimens of which weigh over 88 grains—instead of * 
normal maximum of 86*4 grains—and the double fulus (No. 905 A) 
170*5 and 171*8 grains have obviously lost more than the difference 
between their present weights and the 172*8 grains hitherto the equiv* - 
lent of 96 ratls. Thus there was a simultaneous increase in weight in 
the coins of all metals. 


What is the solution of this metrological puzzle ? Was there an alter*'" 
tion of the official weight of the Dehll tolah and consequently of the rat £ * 
This appears to be the most reasonable explanation. Muhammad would 
thug maintain the old tradition that the standard weight of the princip^ 
gold and silver coins should be a tolah. The weight of the rati hitherto 
assumed—1-8 grains—has been supported by the numismatic evidence 
Anil now too it is the coins that show that this reckoning can no long er 
be applied. Under Akbar we find that the tolah weighed approximately 
185*5 grains 1 with a rati of about 1*93 grains. We think that the evi¬ 
dence of the coins would not justify so high a rate under Muhammad bi# 
b arid. Accordingly, it is suggested that the Dehli tolah was advanced to 


P S f> Hndiv-tla's article on « The Weight of the Mughal tolah ’ in his ‘ Historic 
niuaios in Mughal Numismatics' published by the N. S. I. in 1923. 
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—incidentally the weight of the modern official tolah — Mt 
ti of 1-875 grains. At these weights the coin of 96 ratis 2 —for MAD V 
there is no reason to suppose that the number of units into which the ' 
tankah was divided had changed—should weigh 180 grains, a piece of 
80 rails 150 grains, th efuliis of 48 ratis 90 grains and a piece of 32 rails 
60 grains. With this scale the coins of Muhammad bin Farid, with due 
regard to wear and tear, fall in satisfactorily. It may be noted that the 
g°ld and silver coins resume their equality in weight and presumably 
the io; l ratio of exchange is maintained. The silver coin of 180 grains 
would be equivalent to 14,400 grains of copper (90 x 4 x 40) and the 
copper to silver ratio would still be retained at 80: 1. 

The copper coins indicate that the division of the tankah into 40 parts 
introduced by Mubarak was continued. Two of them, however, call 
for remark. No. 905 b, weighing 130-3 grains, cannot be the same 
denomination as the double fulus No. 905 a which it resembles but 
Which weighs over 170 grains. Thomas ( Chron ., No. 294) records a 
similar coin weighing 136 grains and in N.S. xxxv (p. 192) a weight 
of 140 grains is accorded to this type, though no reference to any 
particular coin is given. The other coin is No. 916 a weighing only 
grains. Its obverse agrees in arrangement with Nos. 906-916, 


70 


dated coins of Muhammad V, but the weight does not fit well into that 
Sultan’s copper currency. They can hardly be coins of Muhammad IV 
for on these ,1* is always found below Moreover similar 

^glit fulus are known dated a.h. 841, as well as coins of that year of 
th * normal heavier weight. Possibly they are 80- and 40 -rati pieces 
^rnck for use in a part of the empire, e.g. Jaunpur, where the new 
e hll tolah weight was not in force . 3 

!n vol. iii of the Cambridge History of India (p. 690) the date ol 
Muhammad’s death is given as a.d. 1444, a.h. 847* The Tdrikh-i-Mub&i ok 
-hahi gi ves ft a3 A>H . 349 . With this Ferighta agrees. Badauni says 
A ‘H. 847. It will be noted that the coins support the later date. 


'ALAM SHAH ALAM 

SHAH 

Alam Shah, in order perhaps to escape the pressure of Bahlul Lodi, ^ 
who was governor of Lahor and Sarhind, and did not recognize the ^ !ogl,e 
new Sultan, moved his capital to Badaun (Budaon) in Rohilkhand. 9 kj b _ 923 * 


This is only an assumed weight for tlio new tolah and rati jusi as 1*8 grains was 
jsurnod as the weight of tho earlier rati. Arad of 1-85 grains with a tolah of 1 1 0-0 grains 
woum (it i n with the 90ima almost equally well but 1 think the highor weight is to ho 
Preferred, it j 8 all a question of the allowauce to be made for wear and tear, 
w . j - will bo remembered that Ferishta says that tho tankah of Alau-d din Knalji 
° l f * 11 (olafl and Bftbur found an Indian tolah of 06 /arts. 

^■0 also p. 260. - 

a 
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ahlul's occupation of Dehll, however, was not long deferred, and 
Shah thereupon resigned his throne to the invading governor, on con¬ 
dition of being allowed to reside in Badaun, where he died in A.H. 883. 

No gold coin of c Alam Shah is known and only a single example of 
his silver tanhah. In billon there are still only 80- and 32 -rail pieces 
as in the preceding reign and in copper a fulus and double Julies. 

Recorded weights support the suggestion made earlier of an official 
tolah and rati of higher weight. But we find a reversion to copp er 
coins of the old 40- and 80-ra^ standard instead of the 48- and 96-rati 
pieces, introduced by Mubarak—indicating a still further appreciation 
in the value of copper. 
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No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 



BAHLUL SHAH 



A.H. 855-894. 

A.I>. 1451-1489. 

B 


BILLON 

924* 

Deli 11 

c? 



856 





V- 





uy;-a^- 



A 01 




Wt. 144-5. 

S. -7. 


925 



» 


857 

but aov 




Wt. 145-5. 

S. -7. 


92G 





858 

< 

o 

< 

"d 

-a 




Wt. 148-1. 

S. -7. 

PI. XI. 

927- 




928 

859 

» 

but a o *1 




Wt. 143-5; 145-5. 

S, -7. 


929 



» 


860 

but a *t * 




Wt. 143 8. 

S. -7 



*Xote to 024. Tko silvery character of these earlier billons is notieenblo. 
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Wait) to 984 and 980. Speoimene in the B.M. of these dates weigh 140 and 146*8 g 1 * 8 * 
respectively. 
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tar 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

/E 

959 

Dehll 

Daru-l- 

mulk 

877 

As on 948. 

Wt. 67-2. 

S. -6. 

As on 948, but 

AVV 

960 

yy 

878 

a 

Wt. 71-6. 

£. -6. 

>} 

AVA 



Dates observed: 

855, 856, 857, 858, 859, 860, 861, *862, *863, 864, 
865, 866, 867, 868, 869, 870, 871, 872, 873, 874, 875, 
876, 877, 878, 879, 882, 884, 887, 888 (Th. no. 313 and 
N.S. xxxv, p. 196). 



* B.M. specimens of 862 and 863 weigh 65-8 and 68-6 
grains respectively. I.M.C . 573 of 863 weighs 72 grains. 

960a 


As on 948. 

Wt. 70-6. 

S. -5. 

Ref. B.M. and L.M.C. , 658. 

As on 948, but apparently 
without date. 

i 

960 b* 

886 

As on 938, but below 

sli Jylp. 



A A 1 




Wt. 67. 




Ref. Thomas 314. 




Dates recorded: 868, 886, 
889, 893, 894. 


961 

Jaunpur 

{SJiahr) 

888 

As on 948. 

Wt. 66*9. 

S. -55. 

jir* 

AAA j 


R^ntf C 1 ° 9 l ° Thi . s typ® is included with hesitation. It is difficult not to be fl little 
. , 0fl . a ° oufc iia existence. In spite of the numerous dates given by Thomas for it> 110 
»'„!jT cnn [ ,n traoed either in the B.M., I.M., L.M. or Lfthor collections, nor has 

i X i nto J^!r * u, ‘^* r Private collections that I have examined. Thomas’s ovf 
o t to tho B.M, The type, moreover, is not a copper one. Of. No. 941 ». 
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LODIS 

^T, 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

--- 

Reverse 



SIKANDAR SHAH II 



a.h. 894-923. 

a.d. 1488-1517. 

B 


BILLON 

967 

Debll 

894 

C* 

Type A. ,-U 



0 .*J\ 



j - 

slw j 



t . ll 








Wt. 145-7. 

S. -65. 

i — i 

V 

o 

I 

968- 




969 

895 

but aIo 




Wt. 139-7; 141-5. 

S. -6. 


970- 

11 


99 

971 

896 

but ah 




Wt, 144-7. 

S. -7. 


972 

*5 


79 


897 

but aIv 

below (jUaLu 



Wt. 141-5. 

S. -65. 


973- 

99 


A8 on 967. 

974 

898 

but aIa 




Wt. 42-6. 

S. -65. 


975 

899 

71 

but aii 

11 



Wt. 14G. 

S. -65. 
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BAR XI 









MINIS T/ty 


























MINfSr^ 
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LODIS 


No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

ItoTorao 

B 




1028- 

— 

As on 1013. 

As on 1013. 

1030 


Date off coins. 




Wt. 41-7; 41-2; 36*2. 

S. -45. 


/E 


COPPER 



Struck in Malwa. 

1030a* 

sq. 

? 


^UAJI 




cH 



>> * cH 

U UJUI 

I..*** 






Wt. 115. 

S. -6. 




Ref. Thomas 321. 




MAHMUD LODI 



A.H. 935. 

a.d. 1528. 

B 


BILLON 

1030b* 

935 


«Ls» 




^ cH 



j - 

• . . 




• • • 



Ire 




Wt. 140. 

S, 7. 




Ref. N.S. xxxv, p. 200 
(H. R. N.). 

PL XXI^’ 


. »rjie 

*Note to 1030 a. The weight given is that of a coin that was in my own cabinet. ^ 
coin belongs properly from its shape and type to the M&lwft series. It is now in rl 
*Note to 1030 b. A different reading of the reverse from that given in N.S. *** 
suggested. 














LODIS 

BAHLUL BAHiito 

^old and silver—we are told by a historian of the Lodi times—were Catalogue 
011 y procurable with the greatest difficulty, and this statement receives Nos. 
confirmation from the coinage, for after Timur’s invasion, as we have 924-966 b 
the issues of gold and silver dwindle to markedly small proportions. 943-249 
aniul decided to eliminate them altogether and rely on a currency of 
1 ion and copper only. 

bef Se ^ ec ^ e ^ ^ or h* 8 principal coin, as Muhammad Tughluq had done 
ore him, when he replaced silver by billon tankahs, the popular piece 
° BO vatis, which, as Thomas is quick to notice, traces its origin back to 
„ e arc baic copper coins of Ramadatta. Indeed from a.h. 727, except 
a ^ ew years in the last decade of the eighth century when a 9 6-rali 
1 °u tankah was in vogue, the 80-raw coin appears consistently as the 
Principal piece of the billon currency. Muhammad V when he revived 
billon coinage confined himself, so far as we know, to coins of 80 and 
ratl8 and so did Bahlui’s predecessor 'Alam Shah. There was nothing 
® Jang® therefore in Bahlul’s choice. He was merely carrying on the 
111 types current at his accession supported by the traditions of more 
a ^rk centur y ant ^ a half. 

^ here need be no hesitation in asserting that BahluTs 80-ra^i piece 
bilT of his day. It not only corresponds in weight with the 

°u tankahs of Muhammad Tughluq and Firuz Shah, but in its com¬ 
position, as evidenced by assay, it is obviously meant to be identical with 
16 tan kahs of Firuz Shah, Fath Khan, and Muhammad IV. Six speci- 
have been assayed at the Royal Mint (App. B), and excluding one 
imp 1 ' 1 We ma y justifiably regard with suspicion, we find that the remain- 
oiit ^ ave an av erage silver content of 23*74 grains per coin. It is 
to ^ 16 ( l ues fi° n > iu view of the respective values disclosed by assay, 

^ su ppose that Sikandar Lodi’s tankahs were worth two of Bahlul’s or 
Co * foi ty of the latter went to the rupee as Thomas (Ghron ., p. 366) 

_ hided merely on the strength of Abu-l-Fazl’s dictum that the clan 1 
6 TV>° Ca ^ e< ^ a btthluli. 

t 0 ® a hlul issued a tankah is supported by the fact that references 
ta *) Ums money in the histories of his reign are usually in terms of 
itT )°^ 8y e ‘^’ ^iJ a ^ an P a ^ Bahlul 80 lakhs of tankahs to be confirmed 
a iul 0 P° sse8sion Owaliar. The largeness of the amounts recorded 
Win tlle avowec ^ scarcity of gold and silver, together with its complete 
J drawal from Bahlul’s own currency, indicate that a billon and not 
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a silver tankah is the coin to which reference is made. A billon^ 
was no novelty. From a.h. 727 till 793 the billon tankah was P al ^ 
mount, having effectively ousted its silver rivals. The silver tanka is 
of that period are limited to a few odd specimens, possibly struck for 
special occasions. Thus the circumstantial evidence points very strong y 
to BahluTs 80-raft coin being a tankah. It was a case of histoiy 
repeating itself, for Bahliil only did in a.h. 855 what Muhammad lughlmi 
had done in a.h 727. Both were equally successful. But Bahlul went 
even further, for he issued no gold coinage. 

The new tankah and 32-raft piece were based on the higher ra^ 
standard which, it has been suggested, was introduced by Muhammad > 
and continued by *Alam Shah and which therefore Bahlul found m 
vogue. The tankahs usually range in weight from 144 bo 148 grains 
the f}2-raft pieces from 56 to 58 grains, though in one case an ovei 
weight of 60 grains is recorded. 

it seems probable that Bahluls principal coin w T as, or came to be, 
known as a bahluli . The Zubdatu-t-tau'arlkh based on a history, 
whose author derived his information from personal experience of ie 
reigns of the second and third Lodis, refers both to bahlulis and tanka is 
as standard coins in Ibrahim Lodis time. The following interesting p af * 
sage from that work which has been quoted by Thomas ( Ghron p- 6 
may be again reproduced. ‘ In Ibrahim bin Sikandar’s time, coi ^ > 
clothes, and every kind of merchandise were cheaper than they had © ver 
been known to be in any other reign except, perhaps, in the time of Su a 
'Alau-d-dln Khaljl. In the time of Sikandar, also, the markets ^ ie 
very cheap, but still not so much so as in the time of Ibrahim. e 
maunds 1 of corn could be purchased for one bahluli ; five sirs of clan i e 
butter (ghl) and ten yards of cloth could be purchased for the sam 
coin.... Gold and silver were only procurable with the greatest diffi cU ^ 
A horseman received five tankahs a month and if any one spent 
tankahs he might be considered to be possessed of great wealth, 
traveller wished to proceed from Dehll to Agra (about 120 miles), ° n 
bahluli would suffice for the expenses of himself, his horse and 01 
attendants.’ 2 . 

We may justifiably assume that the tankah above referred to is ^ 
coin of Sikandar Lodi which by the time of which the author is 
was definitely known as a tankah. And if we apply the term ba i 
to Bahlul’s 80-raft billon we shall not be straining the context. 
after all BahluPs most distinctive coin and might well have acquired 
name bahluli , when the tankah became a coin of lower value. ^ 

1 A mnuml - 40 sirs - r»60 Main of 96 rads (Babur’s Memoirs). In India at. 0‘ e J? v moe 
time a sir is officially equal to 2 lbs. but the weight of the .sir varies not only lroni p J 

to province but from district to district. .. ml0 tod. 

2 See £.1). IV, p. 476, where an extract in similar toruiH from tho T&rlkh-i-Dad'a i' 4 



nmr/fy. 



LODlS 


259 


ffiVjK)int has been complicated by Abu-1-Fazl who, when describing 
dam in the Ain-i-Akbarl, adds that this coin used formerly to 
be called paisa and bahlull : 



As Thomas points out ( Ghron ., p. 3G1), ‘ the preferable inference from 
this certainly points to the conclusion that the bahlull was a copper 
coin, but no copper piece of Bahlul has ever been found of the weight of 
Akbar’s dam (323*5625 grains or 167 of Akbar’s rails). Bahlul’s 
heaviest copper coin is the 80 -rati double fulus (150 grains). Even this 
was not current in the early part of his reign, and was eventually 
superseded by a coin of 120 grains (64 ratls). So we may agree with 
Thomas that Bahlul’s copper coins must be ruled out. 

At the same time it is equally clear that neither of Bahlul’s two 
illon pieces of 80 and 32 ratty can be regarded as the equivalent of the 
dam. 1 As already stated, assay has shown that Bahlul’s heavier billons 
la d an average silver content of over 23 grains. An assay of three of 
the smaller billon pieces yielded an average of 7*70 grains of silver per 
coin. These, which were the immediate precursors of Sikandar’s j tlinlcah, 
have^ in fact double the value of a dam. 

Thus there is no coin of Bahlul which can be regarded as correspond- 
ln g to the dam , and we are driven to the conclusion that Abii-l-Fazl’s 
statement to the effect that a dam used to be known as a bahlull must 
ij e disregarded as not according with the evidence afforded by the coins 
tnemselves. In the circumstances it seems reasonable to apply the 
:® rm bahlull , as Thomas has done, though for different reasons, to 
Bahlul’s 80 -rati billon. 

fn copper Bahlul seems to have been content, during the early part 
cd his reign, with fulus of the usual ‘Daru-l-mulk Dehll’ type and tor 
is he adopted the 48 -rati (90 grains) piece of Muhammad V. This 
^ ould make a jltal of four fulus equivalent to 360 grains of copper. It 
id not, however, retain this value long, for a few years later we find 
le fulus reverting to 40 rails (75 grains) ; in the British Museum there 
a *; e coins of this lighter weight dated a.h. 862 and 863, and it was soon 
a ter this that the issue of double fulus of 80 rails (cf. No. 942) began. 


thlf I *L Cid ® ntal, F the (ldm ia nothing but a jltal translated into copper. TVo have seen 
and Iltutmish way a coin with a copper equivalent of 288 grains or four./Wi<s, 

fuel l Cu PP or value subsisted for the next hundred years. Under Muhammad 

be®*-' U( 3 arj d his successors the jlial, i.e. the forty-eighth part of the tan/cah, may have 
can \ ^ e P rese nted by a single fulus, but with the revival of the silver tankuk or rupee we 
, race O'® old jxtal in the four fulus of Mahmud II which wore still equivalent to 
°f copper—rising however to 845-0 ^80-4 x4) grains in the reign of Mubiu ak II 
a le * u fOier to 860 grains (4 fulus of 90 grains) under Muhammad V son of Fand, 
M( , el stained for some yenrs under Bahlul. And it may he noted that under both 
ra , an $l Muhammad V forty of these jitals, if wo may so call them, of lour fulus 
1 r ®ntly went to the silver tankah just as 40 diiuis went to the rupee of Akbar. 
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Catalogue 

Nos. 

1013- 

1030A 

Pages 


IBRAHIM II 

Ibrahim discontinued the tankah of His predecessors. For this the 
enormous number of tankahs struck by Sikandar in circulation, combined 
with the emptiness of the treasury and the insecurity of Ibrahims 
tenure, may be held a sufficiently good reason. From the Zubdatu-t- 
tawarlkh (Citron., p. 360 n.) we gather that tankahs and bahlulis were 
255-256 j n use j n Ibrahim’s reign. But everything was so cheap at this time 
that there was perhaps little need for anything but small change. At 
any rate the only coins we know Ibrahim to have issued himself a- re 
^ degenerate billon halves and quarters of the tankah. Under Ibrahim 
the currency may be said to have reached its nadir both from the 
metrological and from the artistic point of view. 

Ihe.irio. t interesting coin of this Sultan is No. 1030 A, issued, as i s 
supposed/ after the capture of Chanderl in Malwa for currency in that 
province. It follows in type, form, and weight the Malwa coinage found 
in existence by Ibrahim, and properly belongs to that series. 


IIAHMttD 


MAHMUD 


Catalogue 

No. 

1030 b 
P age 256 


This coin which for some time lay unnoticed, save for its date, 
among Mr. NevilTs coins of Sikandar Lodi, is still unique. Mahmud 
was a younger brother of Ibrahim and after the battle of Panipat in 
A.H. 932 was accepted by the remnants of the Lodi faction as their leader. 
He was proclaimed king in Bihar in A.H. 935. But his sovereignty was 
shortlived and little more than nominal, and he was obliged to flee from 
Babur into Bengal where he disappeared into obscurity. This solitary 
coin is of considerable interest as confirming the testimony of written 
history. It is also interesting as the last representative of the billon 
tankah , if we except that remarkable outlier, No. 1482 A, issued by the 
Surl Sikandar III, which cannot with any certainty be classed as billon* 

1 See ante p. 2B8. 2 See Th. p. 877. 
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No. 


N 

1030c 


Mint 

Date 


Obverse 


Reverse 


Shergarh 

949 


1030b 


949 


SHEB SIIAH 

a.h. 945-952. a.d. 1538-1545. 

GOLD 

In double square 
a &U* 


SHEB 

SHAH 


In double square, the 
Kalima. 

M.in. 4. in top left corner. 


Margin 

As on 1043, but scarcely 
legible. 

Wt, 167*5. 

S. 1-2. 


Ref B.M. 


UaL- 

s5Ju> sJLll jii. 
M.m. 4. over j of 
Margin 

As on 1043, but w 


[Jahanpantih type] 


In circle, the Kalima. 

In centre m.m. 33. 

Margin 

^ f y 

JoU!l 

M.m. 16 to right of l>' 

Wt. 166*8. 

S. M. 


In circle 




UaLJl 

All -A*- 

w* AilA- ^ 

M.m. 34 over 0 

Margin 

ydaji y.' c^- 01 > 

[»W>W 


Ref. B.M. Cf. No. 1078, PI. XIII. 

1 j ? K “ te <0 1030 0. This coin cams from the cabinet of General Cimningham »nd ™^pub- 
liahed bv mo in t r? a c Tnlv 1900 the view being expressed that it appeareu ul 
W'P icioi,. Farther consideration has, however, led mo In mod.fy tlukTthT of tho 
execution, particularly of the marginal legends, is so crude, and so .fas [o ' s 
Sllvor coins of t he mi/d, from which it purports to issue, as to raise grave doubis as t > • 

^‘Uiuiuonesg ThisiHnobably the coin numbered 342 in Thomas’s Chrome es. Mi. UK 
*•*»’. oabinet confined a gold coin of this type but without date. On it the mint name 
)c <5Upios the right and the Nftgari the left margin. 
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Towards the end of his reign Bahlul reduced the weight of thil 
fulus. Coins of a.h. 890 and 893 are found of a 64 -rati standard (1~ 
grains), the change apparently occurring in the former year, foi t ie 
British Museum has a coin of that year of the 80-raft weight. The 
double fulus of 64 ratls appear to have been the only coins issuing ft 01 * 1 
the Dehll mint in the closing years of Bahlul's reign, for in A.H. 88 
th z fulus of Delili stop, 1 and their place is taken by fulus struck at the 
* City of Jaunpur The weights of these coins are markedly lower than 
those of the Dehll fulus and it looks as if Jaunpur had a standard of 
own independent of Dehll and more in accord with the pre-Mubarak/a^* 
One of Bahlul’s rarer coins is the hull fulus (No. 966 a). 


SIKAN- 

DAR 11 SIKANDAR II 

N og ° Sikandar Lodi went a step further than Bahlul in confining hi* 

967-1012 a currency exclusively to billon. He also went a step further in anothei 
r „ direction for he was responsible for the penultimate stage in the d° wn 
2o0 2o4 £ a j| fanfafo w } 1 i c h had been set in motion by Muhammad Tughlnfi* 

Sikandar w'as, like his father, content to use the familiar 80 -rati V ieC 
as his standard tankah but he reduced its value to that of the 
billon of Bahlul. We know from Indian chroniclers that the new con 
was definitely called a tankah and that twenty of them were legal ^ 

' as equivalent to a rupee (vide Ghron ., p. 369). The large numbers t 
have been and are still being found show that it almost monopoly ^ 
the currency. A long reign of thirty years served to establish ^ 
Sikandar! tankah as an indispensable part of the currency. So much so 
that we find Akbar also issuing a tankah of which twenty simile 
went to the rupee. It was, however, in his reign no longer a com o 
mixed metal—the day of billon was over—but a heavy lump of copp el 

^ equivalent in weight to two d&ms . 2 * 

From 900 A.H. we get, issuing concurrently with the Dehll tanka * 
a second type without any mint name and with a distinctive angu a 
script. This was possibly at first a camp issue, but when Sikandar tra-^s 
ferred the seat of government to Agrah, which he had founded in 1 505 *. 
(911 a.h.), the Dehii-struck issue appears to have been abandoned. 1 
large issues of a.h. 917-919, which are still met with in abundance, 
doubtless account for the discontinuance of the tankah after a.h. 9- 

1 Set* under No. 9tt0. _ . * i* 

* It is interesting to note that an almoat exact counterpart of tlu> Sikandurl tan 1 
to be found in the Mllou tbo flrnt hhuos of Mulrntminul bin Sftm—the” 1 " ■ , § 

derived Irom the indigenous currency. The silver content per coin is in both (1 
almost the same (see App. B), ‘ Plus $a change plus e'esi la m£mc chose.' 


mtSffly 
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ling of a.h. 921 and 922 on the two recorded coins of those 
£ot free from doubt. Sikandar died in A.n. 923. 

The appearance of the Sikandar! tanJcah seldom affords any ocular 
evidence of its silver content. Indeed many have, in fact, no trace of 
silver in them—see App. B, where out of 25 coins six were found on 
assay to be without silver. We may suspect that there was a consider¬ 
able fabrication of these tankalis. What the Sultan could do in 
diminishing the amount of silver in a billon issue, so could his subjects. 
-Ihe facility with which spurious imitations could be placed on the 
market—that was so marked in the time of Muhammad Tughluq—must 
always have been a handicap in a billon currency, and it is perhaps 
surprising that the use of billon persisted so long. As we have seen, an 
effort was made by Mahmud II and his immediate successors to dispense 
with it, but custom proved too strong and it needed powerful rulers like 
Slier Shah and Akbar to give billon its coup cle grace. 

At the same time a mixed metal currency is not without its advan¬ 
tages. It is not convertible into bullion except with an undue amount 
tiouble and therefore remains in circulation as a standing witness to 
r uler whose name appears on its surface. Gold and silver were 
'‘able to be withdrawn from circulation either for purposes of hoarding 
or to be melted down into ornaments. Moreover the mixture of silver 
'' ”d copper enables the inconveniently small silver ‘ change to lie con- 
v «ted into more portable coins. Incidentally too it was possible, as a 
^udy of the Debit series reveals only too plainly, for a bankrupt or 
dishonest government to tamper with the intrinsic value of the contents 
°f the billon coins to its own profit with no serious inconvenience to the 
public. 

An assay of thirty-one Sikandar! tavkxhs by the Calcutta mint in 
1853 gave an average per coin of 5-647 grains of Bilver (Ghron.. pp. 

An assay of 25 similar coins made at the London Mint in 
gelded an average silver content of 5*4 grains per coin. But if, in the 
iatter case, we exclude the six coins which showed no trace of silver, 
and which may be fairly suspected of being contemporary fabrications, 
the ^erage works out at 7-12 grains. If to this be added the silver 
value of the copper we get an intrinsic value for the Sikandar! tanfcah 
about 9 grains of silver. Twenty of these would thus be equivalent 
to the 180-grain silver coin of Muhammad V and ‘Alam Shah. 

The early tan/cahs answer well to the assumed weight standard— 

150 grains—of an 80-raft; piece, but the coins of Sikandar’s later years 
sh °w a falling off. The fractional pieces which exist are also irregular 
111 their weights and foreshadow the deterioration which culminated in 
. ie Allowing reign. They consist of halves, quarters, and a solitary 
ei ghth of the tanfcah. 
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SHER 

SHAH 



SURlS 


/R 

1031 


Mint 

Date 


Ujjain 

949 


1031a* 


Agrah 

948 


1031b 


949 


Obverse 


% 


Reverse 


SILVER 


In circle, the Kalima. 
M.m. 15 over ^ 

Margin 

* { Jc ,jUic 

M/*® J^Ull 

M.m. 9 (inverted) at * *. 

Wt. 177-8. 

S. 1.2. 


Dates observed: 940, 950 
(H. H. N.). 


In square looped at corners, 
the Kalima. 

Margin 
Bottom 
Left 
Top 




Right 

Wt. 179. 

S. 1-2. 

Ref. I.M.C., 615. 

Dates observed: 948, 949 
(IM). 


As on 1031 A. 

Wt. 172. 

S. M. 


In circle 

u » 

LkL, u 

iXl* <oJl jJL* 

(sic) u lkl! 
a over the last ^ 

Margin 

ydoji ?\ ^jJi j u* jJi y>J 
M.m. 9 (inyerted) at * *• 

PI. XX- 


In square looped at corners 




alii 


J*" 


4111 

js 5JU Jklifc 

Margin 

Left U UJ\ 

Top yJoJI y \ 

Right ^ LijJl 

Mr® 


Bottom a/T 


Ref. IM.C. , 618. 

Other date : 950. 

*KoU to J031 a. S-o also N.S. xlii, p. lrt, for a possible coin of 947. 


As on 1031 a, but date 
vertically to left of a£l* 
















Ml hist^ 



Bate 


/R 

10 31c Agrah 
? 948 


SURlS 



Obverse 


As on 1031 a, but margin 

Bottom 


Left 

j* 

Top 


Right 


Wt. 85. 



S. -9. 


Reverse 


As on 1031 A, but without 
Nagarl and ifa below jJU. 

Margin 

Left (jlUJI 

Top J^Ull 

Right ^ikjl y\ 

Bottom *j\ 


SHEB 

SHAH 


Ref H. R. N. 


PI. XXIV. 


1031 d 

i 


948 


In a circle, the Kalima. 

Wt. 43. 

S. 62. 


In a circle 

^oloj! y\ 


Ref R. M. A. 

Cf. N.S. xl art. 265 (1). 






1031 e 


Panduah 

947 


In square, the Kalima in 
two lines. 

Below 

joun ^iwjui 

Margins 
Top ^5o y\ 

Left j+z- 

Bottom 
Right JL e. 

Wt. ? 

a m. 

Re/.J.19.0.R.5.,1919,p.87. 


In square 

_ 

jt - 

jJU. jjllaLJl 
JLJI 

Margins 
Right Xif 
Bottom ^jJl 

Top I 




















miSTfiy. 



SHER 

SHAH 


/R 

103 If Panduah 
948 


As on 1031 e, but^*-c in 
right margin and in left. 


Wt. ? 
S. 1*1. 


As on 1031 e, but 



and 


RefJ.Il.O.R.S,, 1919, p.86. 


Margins 
Top y\ 

Left ? ^yijJl j 


1031Q 

... 


Cbunar 

.948 


In square 

JD1 ill J1 il 

\}y~j 


J u 

oUJI 


Margins 
Bottom 
Left LS lc 

Top .... 

Right .... 

Wt. 172-2. 

S. 1-05. 

Ref. P. T. 


In square 

U ' 

IkLJl j+J* 

*5CU AJ1 

Margins 

Bottom . 

Left 

Top U]jJl Jo/ 
Right . 


1032 


In circle, the Kalima. 
M.m. 15 over ^ of 
Margin 

JjUll jjUaLJl 

Wt. 177. 

S. 1*15. 


In circle 

cj 

UaJL-Jl 

<a)l jL> 

5o\kL» j 

Margin 

ydoj! y\ ^/jJl 3 UojJ' *>-/ 
(a) (sic) WP 

mat 

M.m. 15 over ^ at top 
area. 

M.m. 86 at (a). 












Ml mtjfy 



SURIS 


267 


Obverse 


Chunar 

950 


As on 1032, but m.m. 4. 
But margin 

L-AlaiJ [^C] jiCi b\ 

^ [eA—*] 

JaUll 

M.m. 9 after J^UJl 


Reverse 


<SL 


As on 1032, but area ar¬ 
ranged 


Wt. 170 (worn). 
S. M. 


1033a 


949 


Dates observed: 949(B.M.), 
950. 


As on 1033, but in margin 

aUJl 

JciUJJl 

and no m.m. 


Wt. 177-6. 
S. Ml. 


1034 


Rantham- 
bbor 
949 


Ref. N.S. xlii, p. 13. 


In square, the Kalima. 
Margins as on 1031 A. 


Wt. 174-3. 

S. M. 


^UAJl 


SHER 

SHAH 




M.m. 35 over ^ of ^UaUl 


and in margin So. followed 
by Nagarl title inverted ? 


FI. XI. 


As on 1033, but 

jjUaL. ulw 
J~ -* 


In square 


s * s 


UAJl 


.1* 




&5vJU 4)1 


Margin* 

Loft JoW' cjUoU' 
Top (V-* 1 ' •“-/] 
Left } 

u-y 


Bottom • 


Pl. XI. 


, 0 lm ln N3 x]j . a cojn of 949 of this typo is recorded with a weight of 
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SURIS 


No. 


/R 

SEER 1035 
SHAH 


1036 


1037 


1038 


Mint 

Date 


Satgaon 

950 


950 


Sharif- 
a, bad 
946 


948 


Obverse 


In circle, the Kalima. 
Margin 

jjUiLC J+S- J>0' \>\ 

M.m. 36 at * * 

Wt. 167 (worn), 

S. M. 


As on 1035. 

Wt. 175-4. 

S. 1. 


In square within circle, the 
Kalima and below 

In segments 
Top ^5o y\ 


Left 


Bottom 
Right Jc 

Wt. 172 9. 

S. 1. 

Dates observed : 946, 947 
(B.M.C.). 


As on 1037, but in 
right and ^ in left segment. 

Wt. 173-4. 

S, 105. 

Dates observed : 

946 948. 


—§l 

Reverse 


In circle 




jli. jjUabJi 

Margin 

(sic) UijJ! , ^ 


As on 1035, but 
10. ylXJ-* 4-y- 5 

PI. XI. 


In square within circle 
sLi» 

4Ul jla- 

iblAj \ji» w* 

In segments 
Right s+J 

Bottom tojJl 
Left ^jJI ) 

Top ^aJoJl jjJ 


As on 1037, but 

IPa 












MIN isr/ty 



Ai 

1039 


1040 


951 


SURlS 


2G9 


Obverse 


Sharif- 

abad 

949 


In double circle, the 
Kalima. 


Margin 

uUaLJi 

JaUl 


M.m. 4 at * 


Wt. 177-8. 
S. 1-1. 


Reverse 


In double circle 

jjUaLu 


As on 1039. 

Wt. 177-4. 
S, 1-1. 


s 5CL jAi* 

Margin 

/W' y\ ^.jJI , UiAJI 
(“) 

M.m. 9 at (a). 

PI. XII. 


As on 1039, but date to 
right of Nagarl and no m.m. 


Dates observed: 949 (N.S 
xlii, p. 16), 951. 


1040a 


Shergarb 

(Qil'a) 

945 


In square 
4j]i J 

J^lxil ^jUaLAl 


^jJl j UjJl X>J 


In square 

jJU*. (jUahJl 
Ife *5sjL* 


Margins 
Top y\ 

Right j+z 

Bottom 
Left ^ 

Wt. 174. 

S 1. 1. 

Ref. H. R. N. 


Margins 

Top *>-} 

Right 3 

Bottom /JaJl y} 

Loft »j 

PI. XXIV. 


<SL 

SHE a 
SHAH 






















WHlST/fy 



A dU1>li0ate of thi8 wns obtained b y Rnkhai Das Banerji in Hyder- 
















MIN/Sr*,, 



1041a 


Shergajh 

(Qil'a) 

951 


In square, the Kalima, with 
m.m. 84 in top left corner. 

Margin 

Top (JJjoJI y\ 

Right ^ 

Bottom (sic) 

Left clc 


Wt. 171, 

S. 1-25. 

Ref. II. R. N. 


In square 

^jl*3*jl| dlli 

yUJL /KJI 

Margin 

ijlWLj & 

Top ^ ; 

dill jL>» 

lO I 

Right 

Bottom 

Left jjjjJi j LjjJl x>j9 


SHER 

SHAH 


PI. XXIV. 


1042 


(Qil'a?) 

952 


In circle, the Kalima. 
M.m. 84 over both dill’s. 

Margin 
• • • di^l^l 

Wt. 1G8-G (worn). 

S. 1-2. 


In circle 

^jLa. dUl 

l Li ^ j ^i y\ 

Margin 

x?y] ,or 

[... . yjJI j tijJ' 

PI. XII. 


!042a 


In circle, the Kalima. 
Margin 

(a) ^ J*. y) ( a ) 

»j£* JaUI a'W-J' 

M.m. 9 (inverted) at (a). 
Wt. 1721. 

Ref II. R. N. 


In circle 

U 8 

llaLaJ Li 

J - ** 

»£L dill jB* 

(jllaLu j 

Margin 

^filajl y\ ^*>jJI } (u) LojJl 

( S!C ) 

M.m. 9 (inverted) at (a). 
















SKER 

SHAH 


Shergarh 

948 


1044* 


1045* 


1046* 


1047 


948 


948 


949 


949 


In double square, the 
Kalima. 

Margins 

Top y\ 


Right 


j+S. 


Bottom J1 ^5 
Left 

A ^ over j+z and 

Wt. 174-2. 

S. 1*15. 


As on 1043. 

Wt. 172-2. 

S. 1. 


Wt. 171. 
S. 1*15. 


As on 1043, but m.m. 39 
in top left corner and m.m 
40 in bottom right corner of 
area. 

Wt. 173-4. 

S. 1-15. 


As on 1043, but m.m. 41 
in top left corner and m.m. 
9 in bottom right corner of 
area. 

Wt. 176-6. 

S. 1. 

Dates observed: 949, 950 
(H R. N.). 


In double square 

U ^ 

UaJlu; j+2* 

Margins 
Top j lojJl 
Right 

Bottom spa 
Left 

In right bottom corner of 


area a £ 


PI. XII. 


As on 1043, but margins 
read from left upwards. 


No r in area * 


PI. xii. 


As on 1043, but no £ iD 
area. 


As on 1043, but 
\f 1 


As on 1043, but m.m. ^ 
in j of and m.m. 9 111 
bottom right corner of area. 


*Note to 1043. On some coins this is replaced by a star or m.m. 12. 

*Note to 1044-1045. The ‘Stoer’ of Shergarh is written differently in these two coin* 
the strokos of the and the dots being given. . - 

*Note to 1040. A variety of mint-marks or ornaments is found on those coins of 94 
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*Note to 10i9. H.R.N. has a similar coin of ?949. 


T 








NllMsr/j,, 



SHEB 

SHAH 



SURIS 


Obverse 


1053 


1054 


1055 


1056 


949 


949 


950 


951 


In square, the Kalima. 
Margins 

Left j+s- W 

Top 

Right 

Bottom JoIjJI 

Wt. 176-7. 

S. 112. 


_ (gj- 

Roverse ^ ^ 


Wt. 175-3. 
S. 1-15. 


Wt. 171-2 (worn). 

S. M. 


Wt. 174-3 (worn). 

S. M. 


Wt. 170-7 (worn). 

S. M. 

Dates observed: 949. 960, 
961. 


In square 

Wa u 

* IUJ1 
jji jk* 

(sic) ^rr^T^TTraTf 

Margins 

Left x>j» y>) 

Top j 

Right %fj'*£> yr* 

Bottom ,-Ua 

Pi. XII* 


As on 1052, but 

and Ncagari 
(sic) ^T«Vn«Tf 


As on 1053, but margins 
read from bottom left war* s * 


As on 1054, but 

lo. 


•Not, to 1064. On a similar ooin of 949 in the B M. the margin read from the n* 
downwards. 


;ht 
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MIN/Sr/iy 



StjRlS 


Obverse 


Reverse 


/R 

1060* 


In double square, the 

In double square 

Kalirna, and below 

(jUaL* 



7° 

M.m. 4 to left of 

4Jl 

Xu jU* 

Margins 

!U-/ 

Right jio bl 

Margins 

Bottom JjjUJl j+z 

Left LijJl Jj>y 

Left U UJ1 jjUic 

Top ^jJl ^ 

Top L$ lc 

Right ^ikjl ^>1 


<§L 

SHER 

SHAH 


Wt. 178-6. 
S. 1-08. 


Bottom 

PI. XII. 


1060 a 


949 


As on 1060, but marginal 
legend starts in top margin. 

Wt. 175-5. 

S. M. 

Ref. BM. 


In double square 

» u 
IU\... 

»5C-L« jJu*. 

Margins as on 1060. 


1061 * 


949 


As on 1060, but margins 
Top f> \i\ 

Right j+e- 

Bottom ^UjJI 
Left 

M.m. 4. 

Wt. 172-5 (worn). 

S. M. 


In double square 

Xu 

Margins 
Left UJ1 
Top j 

Right /bJl y\ 
Bottom Wl 


in *5 ?*/®' J °Q0. 6#fc, in a coin of this type and date but the marginal legend starts 

'Not* * niar £in. Its weight is recorded as 179 grs. 

t0 lOGl. H.R.N. has a specimen with marginal legend starting in left margin. 







misrfif. 



SH ER 1062 
SHAH 


Kalpi As on 1060, but margins 
950 read from the left upwards. 


As on 1061, but 
U s 


M.m. 4. 

Wt. 173-4. 
S. 1.12. 


ILL, b 

and in the bottom margin 


Dates observed: 

949 ( B.M.C .), 960. 


1063* 


Gwaliar 

949 


In square, the Kalima, 
Margins 

Bottom bl 

Left 

Top 

Right J* 

Wt. 177-5. 

S. 1-2. 


Dates observed: 949, 950 
(acquired 1928). 


In square 

S <jUaL* 

L, yr* 

iSJU &111 jL> 

ItM 

^TT^TT^Tf 

M.m. 66 over £ 

Margins 

.Left J^UJI u lUJl 
Top x> j> y} 

Right j L>J1 

Bottom \->y> 

PL X 11 * 


1064 


As on 1063. 

Wt. 173-5. 

S. 1*2. 

Dates observed: 949, 951 
( l.M.C .). 


As on 1063, but arranged 
n* i 

jjUaJLu 

sLi» 


1065 


951 


a 


Wt. 172-9. 
8. M. 


but date 


S3 

to left 


of »&* 


*iVoto to 1068, l.M.C., No. 621, of this dato and type weighs 179 grs. 










MINfSr^ 



/R 

1066 Gwaliar 


952 


1066 a 

>» 

951 


1067 Malot 
950 


1067a* PBhanpdr 
949 


*Noie to 1067 a. 


SURIS 


Obverse 

Reverse 

As on 1063. 

Wt. 175*6. 

S. 1*1. 

As on 1063, but date <> 

to left of 

Cato observed: 949, 950 
(B.M.), 951, 052. 


il 

Wt. 171*7. 

S. 1*2. 

Ref. P.T. 

As on 1063, but margin 
begins at the bottom and the 
mint is in right margin. 

In circle, the Kalima. 

M.m. 56 over ^ of J ^ 
Margin 

* C UAJI */?*’ 

o^L* v> 

M.m. 16 at * * 

Wt. 176*4. 

S. 1*32. 

In circle 

U 

&5A* <uJl jkLi 
gjUalw ^ 

Margin 

^ LijJI 

M.m. 16 at * * 

PL XII. 

Doubtful mints. 

As on 1063. 

Wt. 174. 

S, 1. 

Ref. 619. 

^tUJI 

_jr** 

jCu JJi jli 

9 to right of date. 

Dates observed: 

949 (I.M.C.), 950 (Th. 
no* —now in Berlin). 

Another is described in N.S. xlii, 

Margins 

Top JoUM ^jUaLJI 

Right jjJky\ 

Bottom j LijJl 

Left ? 

p. 12. Wt. 175*6; S. 1*0& 


<SI, 


shah 
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*Note to 1074. U.R.N. records u similar coin with m.m. 26. 









misr^ 














SURIS 



Obverse 


SHER 

SHAH 


? Hazrat 
Rasiilpur 
'urf 
Patna 
950 


In square, the Kalima. 

Margins as on 1031 A, but 
in left margin 

Wt. 172-1. 

S. 1*15. 


Reverse 



In square 

U 

* IUJ1 


Mill 

jJL» 

M.m. 43 over 


Margins 

Left 

Top ^jJl j 

Right \ * o. jjl- 

bottom ? jybrt 

M.m. 44 at * 

Pl. XIII- 


1069* 


? I)aru-1- 
zarb 
Qil'a 
Tanda 
951 


In double circle, the Kalima, 
but for J \j*j 

Margin 

* u 1^lc * j+S- * JG l>l * 

M.m. 45 at * *. 

Wt. 176-7. 

S. 3-15. 


In double circle 

^UJUl 

*\_* 


<0jl 

Margin 

MJ yKll yl JoUll 

(««) ^ 

PL XXI- 


*XoL to 10R9. This reading of the mint name is suggested by the coin in the • 
(figured). But I am not confident that the mint is not the same ns that which 18 
posted for the copper coins of Isl&m Sh&h as ‘ Budh&rm Dih \ The type is Be' 1 ? 
Mr. NeviJl suggests Qil'a Raison Mr. Stapleton (NJ3. xlii, p. 15) with moropi* 0 

bility Khalifat* bad 
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SURIS 



y 7 Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 



WITHOUT MINT NAME. 

/R 


Type A. Jahanpanah type . 

1070* 

946 

In square, the Kalima. 

In square 



J^UJI ^lUUI 

\j 1 ll 

IDU » 



Margins 

»5sJu 4)1 



Top ^5o 

11*1 wUaL» 3 



Right j*s> 




Bottom u Ulc 

The ,j in the top line cuts 



Left 

the ID 



Wt. 169-2. 

Margins 



S. 1. 

Top UjJI x>f> 

Right ^jJl j 

Bottom yDJl ^>1 

Left 

1070a 

946 

>> 

As on 1070, but omitting 
&3\Dw j 



Wt. 173. 

S. 1. 

H under 
under 4)1 



Ref. B.M. 

PI. XXI. 

1071 

947 


As on 1070, but omitting 
^ in area and in 



Wt. 169-5. 

margin. 



S. 1. 

Ifv 

1072* 

947 


As on 1071, but arranged 


Wt. 166-7. 

S. 1-02. 

U 

DU1 




and inserting wlDL j before 




Wv 


-<SL 


SHER 

SHAH 


te to 2070. In all these square area coins of the Jahanpanfth type the lino over the 
w ^gar! forma the word -i~. 

to 1072. The ^ on the reverse cuts the Ua*L*Jl. 



















sums 


Obverse 


Reverse 


285 


Type D. Agrah-Gwaliar types—square areas. 


<SL 

3 HER 
SHAH 


As on 1063. 


Wt. 166-6. 
S. 1-18. 


In square as on 1064, but 

Wv 

M.m. 46 in top right cor¬ 
ner. 

Margins 
Top y.kjl y\ 

Right lojJl ju>y 
Bottom ^ 

Left JoUII ulWU! 

oyer in right margin. 

PI. XIII. 


In square, the Kalima. 
Margins 

Right jyxdl Jsj y.l 
Bottom 

) obliterated. 

Wt. 174. 

S. M. 

Ref. I.M.C., 665. 


In square 

So. 

u [\ 3 L, 

«l£> 

a)J1 

M.m. 15 over £. M.m. 
47 over ^ of ^UaL. 

Margins 

Top y\ 

Right UjJI 
Bottom ^ 

Left obliterated. 
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sums 


28 7 


/R 

1092 


1093 


1094 


1094a* 


949 


950 


951 


948 


Obverse 


Reverse 


Type F. Circular 
In circle, the Kalima. 
Margin 

(jlc (c) ( b) j^si (a) 

J^UII ^lULJI 

M.m. 9 at (a). 

M.in. 16 at ( b ). 

M.m. 49 at (c). 

Wt. 172-6. 

S. 1-3. 


Wt. 174-8. 
S. 13. 


Wt. 177. 
S. 1-3. 


Dates observed : 049, 950, 
951. 


As on 1092, but in margin 
m.m. 33 after L5 b and m.m. 
9 over ^ of u UaUi 

Wt. 172-8. 


Ref H. R. N. 

Dates observed: 948, 949 

outs'°' R t0 7004 *' This 18 & variety of Type F. The of jlWUJl in the reverso area 
° nly ^ le second J . For a slightly different die see N.S. xlii, p. 17 . 


areas—broad coins. 
In circle 

u 

lUUI 


<U)1 jJlite 
(3 UlLy ^ 

Margin 

y\ ( b) ^jJI ^ UjJI jo(a),i 

^%wrft ^ (c) 

M.m. 9 at («). 

M.m. 16 at ( b ). 

M.m. 49 at (c). 


but 


but 


lol 


As on 1091 A, but in margin 
y (a) AJy* yilaj \ y\ 

II** (b) 

M.m. 33 at (a) and 9 
at (b). 


<SL 

SEER 

SHAH 











mist#). 


















MINfSr^ 



/R 

1101 


SHER 

Circular areas—companions with titles. SHAH 
In circle 


Type H. 

In circle, the Kalima. 

M.m. 4 over ^ of 

Margin 

j+z >r 5o y\ 

J^UJl ^^LkUl 

Wt. 175-1. 

S. 1*15. 


<j 1 

1U1... j 

b5Cl> <ojI jlis. 

sjlkLm J 
M.m. 15 over ^ 

Margin 

j*-' ) LjjJI ±i/ 

w 


1102 * 


1103* 


949 


Type I. Circular areas. 


949 


In circle, the Kalima. 

M.m. 4 over ^ of 

Margin 

ejUJUl 

joun 

M.m. 9 at * * 

Wt. 166-4 (worn). 

S. 1*15. 

Dates observed: 

948 (I.M.a)y 949. 


As on 1102, but only m.m. 
53 in margin to left of J^Ull 

Wt. 178-6. 

S. 1-2. 


In circle 

cJ I aLi 
IkJU ^ 

Lo «oJl jJa 

Vrt jlkL, 3 
M.m. 15 over ^ 

Margin 

j\ j lojJl X>j9 

M.m. 51 at * 


As on 1102, but jju* iu 
margin to right of Nagarl ami 
no m.m. 


PI. XIII. 

left of Tlle coin of 948 differs in the marginal m.m.s, having ra.m.s 52 and 9 to 

y) ^ au< ^ the Nagarl on the reverse and 11 over and and 9 to left of 
*Not c on the obverse. Its weight is given as 179-5 grains. 

^hia hay h«collection when acquired was a unique silver T ^th of a rupee 
Pieces t*. i. n ^cribedtn N.S. xxvii-16C. Unfortunately the coin has broken up into 
aH therefore not been included. 


U 











MINIS/*,. 
















MIN isr#y 

















mmrffy 





PL 

SHEB 1105- 
SHAH 1106 


1107 


1108 


1109 


1110 


1111 


Alwar 

950 


950 


951 


951 


951 


952 


As on 1104, but m.m. 12 


to left of 


Margins 

Top 

Right 

Bottom ^UaLJl 
Left JaUJl 


Wt. 322. 
S. -9. 


Dates observed: 

950, 951, 952. 


As on 1104. 


Margins 

Bottom [] 

Left I 

Top L J 

Right &3llaL* ^ 

M.m. 12 to left of 

The 1 and J of jjf\ are 


much shorter than on 1104. 


As on 1105. 

Top and right margin only 
legible. 


Wt. 323. 
S. ‘9. 


but lei 

Right and bottom margins 
only legible. 


As on 1105, but m.m. ^ 
to left of yJ- 

Margins illegible. 


As on 1105. 

Left margin only legible* 


Bottom margin only legible. 


Left margin only legible. 


but lor 

Left margin only legible. 


Right margin only legible 


Bottom margin 


Margins obliterated. 













Ml UlST/fy 



<SL 

SHEB 

SHAH 













Ml NIST/fy 



* Not « to 1116 . Cf. I. Jtf.O., 685, for a slight variant in tho arrangement of the Obv. 













warn 4° 



SUMS 


295 


Chunar 

950 


950 


950? 


Obverse 


Reverse 


Type B. Mint in margin. 


<§L 


SHEB 

SHAH 


Var. (a). — 


As on 1119, but 

Wt. 316. 

S. -9. 

Ref. I.M.C ., 687. 


As on 1120, but without 
m.m. 




In square 
(sic) 

M.m. 4 over C 

Margins 

Bottom 

Top JoUJl 
Right 

Wt. 321. 

S. -95. 

Dates observed: 950, 951 

(H4 


Var. (6). - 

In square 


^UJL 

»lA 


4jJl jJL» 

M.m. 57 over 

Margins 

Bottom iXJLh 

Right (traces of) vy-» 


FI. XIV. 


»Li> 


In square 

>H* c? 

(sic) ^0.' 
M.m. 15 over £ 

Margins 
Bottom 
Right ?■»©• 


Var. (c). 8^-*^— 

In square 


,jUaL/ 

<oll 

Margins 
Bottom ^L. 

Right 

M.m. 4 in j of 
«. over £, of jJl*. 

PI. XIV. 


Note to 1120. L.M.C., 834 is a half paisa of this type without date. 












miST/fy. 













<SL 

SHEB 

SHAH 








MIN/Sr^ 



♦ Noie to 1181. R.B.’b coin shows jAaJ\y) and in the other margins. 













MIN tSTfiy 



<SL 

SHEB 

SHAH 


* Note to 1136. Some coins havo a star in place of the sicastilcn , others have a star in 
Averse area, others are without any m.m. LM.C, 708 and 704 are half paisa of this typo. 















MIN ISTfiy 



SURIS 


Obverse 


In square 

cf 



Reverse 


In square 





Margins obliterated. 

Wt. 158. 

S. -75. 


Margins 
Top yAaJl y\ 
Right j,U. 
Bottom [j &5JL.] 
Left [soUaLu] 


<SL 

SHSR 

SHAH 


1144 


951 


1145*- 

1147 


but loi 

Margins 

Bottom 

Right JaUJl 

Wt. 321. 

S. -95. 

Dates observed: 

950 (I.M.C.), 051 ; half 
paisa 960, 951 ^B.M.). 

» 

but margins 
Top [^IkLJI] 

Right 

Bottom LjjJl 
Left ? ^jJI ) 

Wt. 324; 322. 

S. -9. 

The lettering on these coil 


Margins 
Bottom j b 5CU 
Left 

M.m. 14 to left of -Jh 


PI. XIV. 


but margins 

Top [ykJI y\] 
Right *1)1 Jli* 
Bottom 

Left wllab j 


is cruder than on 1144. 


Dates observed: 

951, 952 (B.M.); half paisa 951 (H. R. N.). 


* Note to 1145. A paisa of this year in the B.M. has ilkL ^ in the bottom rev. margin 
Ihe half paisa lias the unit of the date above b. 












WHlSr^ 



sums 


PL 

SHER 1148 
SHAH 


1149 


1150 

i 

T<y 


Mint 

Date 


ghergarh 
950 ’ 


951 


Obverse 


Iii square 


j—t*y {sic) 
<=> 


Margins 

4> 

Bottom 


Left [^Udl] 

Margins 

Top Jol*Jl 

Top y\ 

Right *lo. 

Bottom [4lll 

Wt. 307 (worn). 

Left s5Jub 

S. -95. 

Right [wlkU )] 

» 

Margins 

tt 

Margins 

Bottom ^jJI 

Top [^ikjl y\] 

Right loi m.m. 61. 

Bottom 4l)l ji» 

Top f Jj>L*J\] 

Left [*£!•] 

Wt. 314. 

Right »jUaL» • 

S. -95. 

PL 

In circle 

In circle 


■*** c? 
j*A\ 

Margin illegible. 

Wt. 33-6. 

55. 


Reverse 


& 


In square 




u UJL 

V 5 ^ 


s 

Dates observed: 

950 (R. VI. 4-33 grs.), 951 (B.M.-30-4 grs.). 


PI. XI^* 


1151 


gliergarh 

Fort 

950 


JolsJl tjUaL* 

si-1 

J -** 

41)1 jii> 

Wt. 313. 

S. -96. 


,-*1-3 

y^ili ^1.) 

’«• vly 

pi. xi v * 


Itate* observed: 

960, 951 ( I.M.C ., 733), 952 (IT. R. N.). 














<SL 

SHER 

SHAH 












SURlS 


SHER 

SHAH 


PSbergftrh 

Fort 


1161 


1162- 

1163 




Shergaph 

Dehli 

950 


Obverse 


Area as on 1150. 

Margins 

Right ? [o ; c] 

Left [. . . . 

Wt. 321. 

S. -9. 


Reverse 




Area as on 1156. 

Margins 

Bottom jo^]i /JoJl y' ? 
Left jJl 3 LijJI ? 

Top [<0)1 jL^] 

Right [»jllaL * Si*] 

PI. xxv. 


These are of cruder fabric; cp. 738. 


Area as on 1156. 
Margins 

Bottom ? $ .... 

Right [*S] a*L 3 
Others missiDg. 

Wt. 321. 

S. -85. 


In square 

U 

LUL 

sl£» 


No m.m. 
Margins 




Top jL*- f 

Left ijjUaL, 3 i£i* ? 

Right ^jJI 3 ? 

Bottom [ /JaJl y'] ? 

PI. xiv. 


Much finer lettering; cp. l.M.C 736. 


In square 

( s * c ) 


Margins 

Bottom 

Left 

Top 

Right 


c^' 

[<*»»] 

uM' 

^UoUl 


Wt. 320. 
S. -9. 


In square 


,IWU 


f. 

Margins 

Top 
Right 

Bottom jb- Si* 
Left ao 


yd&Jl yl 

4J1\ jli. 


27 


Note to IP, For a series of eipht of thoso puzzling coins, see R (Lfthor), Pt- ’ 
and Nos. lot-105 on pp. 80 31. Three of these have dates (951 and 952, m t ‘ tB 

obv. margin. For the name of the mint, town Bunnur is there suggested, ou 
not convincing. 














X 














MIN ISTfiy 



ik 



























SURIS 



Obverse 


jsli. y\ 

MjliaLjo 

Wt. 306. 

S. -8. 

Ref 705. 

[JoUb] uUAJl 

y\ 

«]lA 

Wt. 315. 

S. *9. 

Ref. L.M.C ., 849. 


As on 1172. 

Wt. 150-5. 
S. -8. 


Wt. 144-3. 

S. -8. 


In square 

c! 

( 8ic ) 

M.ra. 4 above the C 


Bottom 


Left 

Top 


Right 


e*»« 

J.UJi 

10 . 

S-JU* 


Wt. 311. 
S. 1. 


307 


Reverse 


»SLL &UI Jli. SHER 

"7- SHAH 

a) 

ItM 

M.m. 62 at (a). 




As on 1170, but 
«Jo. 

i is above the e) and o. to 
left of the of 


As on 1170, but lo. above 
and to left of 


In square 

cM- 

d£} 

Margins 

Top Jbj\ y) 

Right *U\ jJl>. 

Bottom m.m. 9 *5d* 

Left wbaL» ^ 

Pl. XIV. 













■ _ Eii.• 












mtSTfiy 



*NoU to 1183. Tliis reads from the top downwards. 








MIN ISTffy. 



sums 


PL 

SEES 1186- 
SHAH 


1188 


1189 


1190 


Gwaliar 

950 


1191* 


951 


1192 


951 


Obverse 


As on 1183, but 

and right margin ^jbMl 

Wt. 316. 

S. -95. 


Margins illegible. 

Wt. 155. 

S. *75. 


Square area as on 1183, 
but third line reads 

Right margin lo. m.m. 9. 

<«-) 

Bottom [^jJI] 

Left [u^'3 

Wt. 305 (worn). 

S. -95. 

Cf. 697 for marginal 

readings. 


Reverse 


Sl 


As on 1183. 

On one coin the ^ of 
is to the left of U? 


Area as on 1186, but 
101 

Margins illegible. 

Wt. 317. 

S. *75. 


Wt. 312. 
S. -95. 


Left margin 4)1 jb* 


Square area as on 1183. 
Bottom margin [4)1 jL>] 
Left [m.m. 9 &5Cl*] 

Right sjlkL. [^ 
which reads from the bottom 
upwards. 

Top [^flJaJl >>1] 


*No(c to 1191. B.M. has a variant with 


Area as on 1183, but the 
u of ejlkU is to the left of 
lb, and the mint name reads 

,\j\/ 

M.m. 14 in the j of 
Margins illegible. 

Area as on 1183, but the 
0 of J&L* is to the left of 

Margins illegible. 

Cp. also 694. 





















MIN tSTfy 

















mtSTfiy 



*Note to B.M. has a paisa (dateless) with m.m. 9 to loft of • Different 

marginal arrangements of these Malot coins are known. 









Ml UlSTffy 



Date 


/£ 

1200 Malot 
951 


SURIS 


Obverse 


Area as on 1198, but no 
star. 


Reverse 


Area as on 1198, but 


Margins 
Bottom loi (b) 
Right ['jj (a) jJi] 
Left (a) jJl 
Top 


Margins 

Right 4U (a) 1 jL» 

Top p\ 

Others illegible. 
M.m. 16 at (a). 


<SL 

SHER 

SHAH 


M.m. 16 at (a). 
M.m. 9 at ( b ). 

Wt. 319. 

S. 1. 


PI. XIV. 


1201 


As on 1200, but with m.m. 
4 over £ and right margin 
showing ^ (a) jJl 

M.m. 16 at (a). 

Wt. 319. 

S. 1. 


In square 

c? 

( sic) c - r JilL' 
M.m. 4 over £ 

Margins 
Bottom ^jJl 
Left ^bjJl 
Top 

Right lo. (a) 
M.m. 9 at (a). 


Area as on 1198, but 
Margins 

Left 4 JJ («) 1 jJU*. 
Bottom & 3 U 2 JL j 

(reads from inside) 

M.m. 16 at (a). 

In square 

^IkU 

jy / 3 

Margins 
Bottom 41)1 jJL* 

Left (a) s£L 


Right O^aL, re a( j from 
Top ^aJoJl jilj inside 

M.m. 9 at (a). 

Wt. 329; 328; 322; 318. 

S. -95. 


1202- Narnol 
*205 950 














MIW ST/fy 













rnisr/},. 
















Ml UlST/fy 



1220 


1220a 


948 


951 


SUPvIS 


Obverse 


-— 

Reverse 


Var. (e). 




? ^.—QJ 




ubjJI a ult 

IP! 


S. -9. 

Ref B.M.C ., 5G0. 


yjajl y\ 
U * 

IUJ1 U. 


4111 

jAi> 

The u cuts only the second 

J of u UJlJ1 


Type B —UJ—11 


As on Type A, but 
IPA 

Wt. 318. 

S. *9. 

Dates observed: 948, 950 

(13. M.), 951 (I.M.O., 747). 


y\ 

UJJ1 [.U] 

J* - A 

s5CL 4]1 ji> 


pi. x v * 


Type G. 


cl 


C? 

,UJ ~.*i 


(«<# cr? ljJ J 
*io i 

Wt. 317. 

S. 1. 

Ref LU.G. , 748. 


yjajl 

sl£> 

Aijl jib- 



















MINlSr^ 



<SL 


SHER 

SHAH 















MiNisr^ 


















misr/f,. 



SURIS 


321 


Obverse 


Reverse 


/E 

1248- 

1250 

i 

S 


1251*- 

1253 


1254 


!254a 


950 


951 


951 


As on 1245, but date off 
coin. 

Wt. 156-5; 155-3; 160. 
S. -65. 


As on 1245. 


Type J —m.m. 16 between y\ and 
uLi* (o) 


•*4* J 


LijJl ^ X>j9 

[«*}»« 


Wt. 325; 323. 
S. -95. 


&^Ju> dill jJli> 
M.m. 1G at (a). 


Pl. XV. 


In square 

■H* <J 

(a) (sic) 

i tL' 

Margins 
Bottom ? 

Left 

M.m. 14 at (a). 

Wt. 320. 

S. -9. 


As on 1254, but 

J 

Wt. 319; 321. 
8 . -9. 


Type K—square areas. 
Var. (a). 

In square 


^ILL, 
iU 

ajjl JkAi* 

Margins illegible. 


PI. XV. 

Var. (b). 

As on 1254, but in fourth 
line ^ 4 kJ\ y\ 

Right margin wlWL ^ 


Kef. 77 0 (fig.). 

to jofi] ^ j iaa a variant of this type of 950 with dato above Lull. 


<SL 

SHER 

SHAH 















MIMSr*,, 




















mtSTfiy 



<SL 

SHE! 

SHAH 












miSTfiy. 












mist/},. 













' 


































WHlST/f 



ISLAM 

SHAH 

N 


ISLAM SHAH 

a.h. 952-960. a.d. 1545-1552. 

GOLD 


1282* 


[ Shergadh 
'urf 

Bakkar] 

95? 


In square, the Kalima. 
Margins illegible. 
(Ringed). 


S. -95. 


In square 
lo? 

r 5U 

jjUaL. alii 


-- 

»5CjLo <*jjl jli>» 


Cp. Nos. 1295-1302. 


M.m. 43 over £ 

Margins illegible. 

PI. XV. 


1282a 


957 


The Kalima. 


Wt. 170-8. 
Ref : H. R. N. 


r ^u 

lov «*i]l jli. 


/R 

1282 b Agrah 
952 


SILVER 


In square with looped cor¬ 
ners, the Kalima. 

M.m. 4 in lower left corner. 

Margins 

Bottom (jjJ-dl jd. bl 
Left j+£- 

Top 

Right Jz 

Wt. 176. 

S. 1-1. 

Ref. T.M.C .,, 780. 


In square with looped cor¬ 
ners 

* ^jUaLi 

*t jSCL 4iii 
Margins 

Left jjllaLJl a lUJl 
Top I^jJI J5L 
Right ydajl yl ) 
Bottom i/T 


Dates observed: 

952 (I.M.C.). 953, 954 (these have m.m. 43 over £ of 
jJLi.), 955 (m.m. 9 over £), 956 (m.m. 63 in place of m.in- 
4), 957, 960 (m.m. 47 in place of m.m. 4). 


*Note to 1282. R. IV. 29 figures a square gold coin of Isl&m Sh&h, without dato or 
mint, but it is of doubtful authenticity. 













Jf 

V \ 

1 o 

111 

SURlS 

327 






/ Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

M 




1283 

Biana 

In square, the Kalima. 

In square 


953 





Margins 




Bottom y\ 




Left ^UJl 

J -* — * 



Top [^UxJI ^U-c] 

&£ju> 4)1 jJli. 



Right ,» 




Wt. 167-8 (worn). 

S. M. 

Margins 




Left [LijJl J^U] 




Top ^jJl 3 




Right ylojl y\ 




Bottom lor #3L> 

1284 


As on 1283. 

As on 1283, but lor is in 


953 


the curve of the ^ of jJL in the 



Wt. 174-3. 

area, instead of in the bottom 



S. M. 

margin. 




Left and top margins miss¬ 




ing. 




PI. XV. 

1285* 

Chuuar 

In square, the Kalima. 

In square 


953 

io*i ($?c) in lower left cor¬ 

u lkL. U (sic) 



ner. 

f 3U 



Margins 




Top [j^J^l jfc. y\ 

»5Cb 4)1 jk* 



Bottom j^UJl j+s. 

. .. 



Left [^UjJI] ,jLic 

Margins 



Right J* 

Right 



Wt. 178-3. 

Top [y\] 



S. M. 

Bottom [UjJl J^U.] 



Dates observed : 968, 955, 

Left j] 



956 (II. R. N.). 

Pl. XVI. 


^ -We to 1285. Cf. I.M.C.y 784, which has the * of above the of on rev. 

^ 0 coins of 956, 956 have ^ to left of on rov. I.M.C.y 785, gives a probable Chuufir 
u of 965 with different obv. marginal legends. 




<SL 

ISLAM 

SHAH 












MIN/Sr/fj, 



ISLAM 

SHAH 



sums 


1287 


1287a* 


Mint 

Date 


[Raisen] 

952 


Satgaon 

952 


952 


Obverse 


In square, the Ivaliina. 
Margins 

Left j+c. j ^$o y\ 

Top j 

Right ^ ^ 

Bottom [^^1^ 

Wt. 174-5. 

S. M. 


In circle, the Kalima. 
Margin 

/^O. 

jjUaLJl ^ 

Wt. 176-2. 

S. 1-15. 


»jlkLj J iXl* <*U\ 

Jib , *J*\ Jc' 3 

Margin 

,or,5tC 

pi. xvi. 

As on 1288, but »Ut in As on 1288. 
second line and m.m. 64 be¬ 
low ler 

Wt. 173. 

1 - 2 . 

Ref. B.M. 

Dates observed: 952, 953 
(B.M.). 

*Nol« to 1286. See J.RA.S., Oct. 1900, p. 785 (No. 80) for a similar coin in the B.M- 
with the mint-name in the bottom obverse margin. 

* Note to 1287 a. H.R.N. records a similar coin with right and loft rev. margins inter* 
changed. See also N.S. xlii, p. 20. 


Reverse 


ft. 


In square 
U 

UaL/ $Imj 

&£JL 4l]l jL>. 

M.m. 14 to left of s5CL> 
Margins 

Left JX ^IkUl? 

Top JXJ1 
Right y\ 

Bottom 10 r 


Pl. XVI. 


sit 


cS« r 

jL> imILIm) 


XI 










Q1TRTS 


329 



<§L 


Reverse 


/R 

1288 


1289 


1290 


955 


in lower left corner to 
left of 
Margins 

Bottom j\>) 

Left j+s- 

Top 

Right 'jiSj* { Je- 

Wt. 171-2. 

S. 1-2. 


As on 1288, but 
Soo 

Wt. 163-8 (worn). 
S. 1-18. 


957 


1291 


Shaiif- 

abad 

953 


In square 

sit 
jjlkL* sit 

&jUal*> ^ 4ill jA-» 

Margins 
Left jh \ajl 

Right (traces of) L3 jJ 1 
Top } 

Bottom y ilCL. 

As on 1288. 


ISLAM 

SHAH 


, , iov 

but ^ 

2 76 ' PL XVI. 

Dates observed: 953, 954 (H. R. N. but with right and 
top rev. margins interchanged), 955, 957. 


In double circle, the 
Kalima. 

Margin 

^UdJi * Js />. y\ 

JoUil 

M.m. 42 at *. 

Wt. 177-1. 

S. 1-2. 

Dates observed: 952 (N.S. 
xlii, p. 20), 963. 


In double circle 
sit 

U UJL> r X-\ 

sit 

jU- jj\WU 
*£l. 4111 

Margin 

^ilijl y\ ^ UAaJI 

PL XVI. 

























mtSTfty 



ISLAM 

SHAH 



Iso 


sums 

VST 

• J 



nl j 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

/R 

1291a 

Sharif- 

As on 1291. 

As on 1291. 

i 

abad 

953 

Ref. E. von Zambaur, ‘ Contributions a la numismatique 


orientale’, 1905, Pt. I, p. 73, 

no. 221. 

1292 

Shergarh 

In double square, the 

In double square 


952 

Kalima. 

(jUaL. all 



lor in lower left corner. 




p 5U 



Margins 

Top & Xo Id 

ajjl jL> 



Right L-jlki. j+s. 

Bottom 




M.m. 97 at *. 

Left 



Wt. 174-5. 

S. 1-05. 

Margins 

Bottom j \ajl j>\ 

Left 




Top [LijJl 

Right [^j 3\ y ] 




PI. XVI. 

1293 

»> 

yy 

,, M 


955 

but See 

but m.m. 43 in area. 



Bottom and left margins 
only visible. 




Wt. 171-6. 

S. 1-05. 


1294 


yy 

yy 


956 

but ^01 

Traces of marginal legends 



and m.m. 33 in curve of y of 

only. 



Traces of right and bottom 
margins. 




Wt. 173-5. 

S. 1-15. 




Dates observed : 952, 956, 
956. 













MIN/Sr^ 


SURlS 



331 


Obverse 


Reverse 


/R 

1294 a 


[Sher- 

garh] 

956 


As on 1294, but m.m. 9. 
Wt. 83-8. 

Ref. H. R. N. 


In square 

fXJ 

s *— L 

AH 

M.m. 15 over ^IkL. 


Margins 

Top lojji jy*. 
Left ^ 

Right ylajl y.l 
Bottom missing. 


PI. XXIV. 


1295 


Shergadh 

Bakkar 

952 


In square, the Kalima. 
Margins 

Bottom bl] 

Left Uai.^ j*p- 
Top u \JLx.!I 
Right 

Wt. 174-9. 

S. M. 


In square 

cH 

U 

LkLj 

* «5Ci* 4Jl 

M.m. 15 over £ 

Margins 
Left olytf 
Top 3 

Right M/e 

Bottom jSo <jA 

PI. XVI. 


<SL 

ISLAM 

SHAH 









Ml Nisr^y 










WHISTS 



SURIS 


333 


Obverse 


/R 

1303 


Skergarh 

Dehll 

952 


1304 


953 


1304 j 


Fathabad 

952 


In square, the Kalima. 
M.m. 9 in lower left corner. 

Margins 

Bottom • bl 

Left 

Others missing. 

Wt. 172 (worn). 

S. M. 


As on 1303, but margins 
Top ^ 

Right ^a-)^*ll. 


Wt. 176-7. 
S. 1-07. 


In a circle, the Kalima. 
M.m 9 to left of 4i)l 
The J of in last line. 

Margin 

ijUaLJl ^ jSCi bl 

Jol*31 

Wt. 177-1. 

S. 1 16. 

Ref. N.S. xlii, p. 19 (now 
in I.M.). 


In square 

n sb) 

■* jCb 41)1 jJLi. 

Margins 

Right ^ilajl ^)1 ^jJl 
Bottom 

Others missing. 


As on 1303, but lor 
In Nagari and left 

mnrgin ^^UabJl ^kLJl? 

PI. XVI. 


In a circle 




^.1 r 5Ll 


1 jAi* ^Uab* 




lkL*» j &5Cb 
1 »/*( l ) 


Margin reading counter 
clockwise—except Nagari 

^ Lijll lor ^blac 13 
Nagari ends at 6 o’clock. 


< 5 L 

ISLAM 

SHAH 











MIN ISTfiy 



ISLAM 

SHAH 


\334 


SURIS 

_ i£T_ 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

/R 

1304b 

Fathabad 

952 

As on 1304 A. 

Wt. 177-36. 

S. 1-19. 

As on 1304 A, but m.m. 65 
between lor and in rev. 

margin which starts at 12 
o’clock. 



Ref N.S. xlii, p. 19 (now 
in I.M.). 


1304 c 

» 

» 

As on 1304 b, but margin 
starts at 6 o’clock. 



Wt. 177-46. 

So 1.21. 




Ref, N.S. xlii, p. 19 (now 
in I.M.). 


1305 

Kalpi 

952 

In square, the Kalima. 
lor in lower left corner. 

In square 



M.m. 4 over 4ll 

r su 



Margins 

Bottom bl 

Left ^>11 Je 

Others missing. 

u *J 

UaJLu U 

4ljl jiifa 



Wt. 173-6. 

S. 1-07. 

Margins 

Top UjJI 




Right (traces of) 




Left [ U IWJ1 ullaUl] 




Bottom (traces of) 









MINlSr^ 



/R 

1306 Kalpl 
952 


SURlS 


Obverse 


As on 1305, but m.m. 4 in 
lower left corner and no date. 
Margins defective. 

Wt. 175. 

S. M2. 


Reverse 


In square 


r 3U 

2 

4)1 jJLa. 


335 


Margins 

Left a \MU\ ^ ^UaLJl 
Bottom (traces of) 

Others missing. 


1307 


In square, as on 130G. 
Margin 8 

Bottom jpxJI l>\ 
Left j+c- 

Top u UjJ 1 
Right ^ 

Wt. 177-2. 

S. M2. 


As on 130G, but nor 
Margins 

Left u $aU\ ^IkU! 
Top j 

Right y\ 

Bottom ^Jl5 


PI. XVI. 


1308 * 


>7 

956 


In square, as on 1306. 
Right margin missing, 
others as on 1307. 


As on 1306, but Sei 
Top margin missing, others 
as on 1306. 


Wt. 173. 

S, 1*05. 

Dates observed; 952, 053, 954 (I.M.C,), 955 (Bod.), 968. 
960 (H. R. N.). 


to 1308. 


H.R.N. lias this coin with right and top margins of rev. interchanged. 


<SL 

ISLAM 

SHAH 








misr/ty 



ISLAM 

SHAH 



SURlS 


Gwaliar 

952 


1310 


1311 


1312 


955 


95G 


957 


Obverse 


In square, the Kalima. 
Margins 

Bottom [(jJXah jSo 1>I] 

i.UJl 




Left 
Top <jU_xJl 
Right ^^1] Je 

Wt. 175-1. 

S. 1-1. 


Reverse 




la square 

r ^U 

jjlLlw 5li» 

% *£lo 4l)i 

M.m. 66 over 
Margins 

Left [ cJ lkUi ^1] jjlLLJl 
Bottom ^ 

Right [j LSjJl J}U] 

Top ^jJI 

PI. XVI. 


Dates observed : 952, 953, 954, 955, 966, 957, 968, 959, 
960. Various marks appear in the lower left corner of obv. 


As on 1309, but margins 
Bottom M 

Right J* 


Wt. 176-1. 
S. 1-2. 


As on 1309. 

Wt. 172-5. 

S. 1-05. 


Left and top margins miss¬ 
ing. 

Wt. 171-3 (worn). 

S, 1-05. 


As on 1309, but So© and 
ra m. 67 over £ 


Margins 

Top (traces of) ^ IjjJl , 
Right jL]aJ\ y\ 




As on 1309, but Soi and 
only bottom margin legible. 
M.m. 68 over £ 


As on 1309, but lov and 
only bottom margin legible. 
M.m. 69 over £ 











misr^ 


SURIS 



>> 

958 


Obverse 


As on 1309. 

Left and top margins de¬ 
fective. 


Reverse 


As on 1309, but i 
M.m. 9 over £ 


OA 


337 


<SL 

ISLAM 

SH AH 


Wt. 176*4. 
S a 1*05. 


1314* 


Narnol 

960 


In square, the Kajima. 
Margins 

Bottom [jpuJl bl] 
Left ^c] 

Top jjUjJI u Ui c 
Right Je. 

Wt. 177*2, 

S. *95. 


As on 1306, but n. 

Margins 
Left JkUl ^ 

Top [j Lull J^L.] 

Right [yXn y\ ^jJ|] 
Bottom J^L 

PI. XVI. 


1315* 


? 

956 


Unassigned Mint. 


In square, the Kalima in 
two lines. 

Below 

eUJ! 3 r ^\ ^ (sic) 

Bottom margin 

Wt. 163. 

S. *95. 

Dates observed: 956, 957 

(B.M.C.). 


In square 

jjlkLi j*^Lol 

^jlLL bLj 

<oJl jJL». 

Sol sjUaJL j 

Below, Nagarf characters 
meant for 

HT . ? 

PI. XVI. 


thp Vr ^- t0 1S14 ' ^ s< l uare ru P ee °f fc he same ye» r iu the cabinet of H.R.N. is probably of 

*Note to 1316. Prom its weight and type this coin probably issued from a Bonaal mint 
note to 814 (a). * 


Z 


















misr^ 



Note to 1316 a. For this m.m. see 1083. Possibly from the Chun&r Mint. 





















/R 

1318 


1319 


1320 


1321 


1322 


1323 


953 


954 


955 


956 


957 


958 


SURlS 


339 


Obverse 


Reverse 


B. iFw type. 


In square, the Kalinm. 


Margins 

Bottom >. l>\ 

Left j+e. 

Top 

Right ^jJ\ Jz 


Wt. 170-5 (worn). 
So 1-3. 


In square 
^UaL*» 

*lor &5lU sJJl jL» 


Margins 
Bight LijJl 

Bottom ^^Lkjl y) 3 
Left ^lULJl 

Top n*w 
M.m. 25 in top margin. 
Dates observed: 952 (/.3/.(?.), 963, 964, 955, 956, 957, 


958, 959, 960. 


As on 1318. 

Wt. 175*7. 
S. 1-3. 


Wt. 174-3. 
S. 1-2. 


Wt. 167-8 (worn). 
S. 1-3. 


Wt. 168-5 (worn). 
S. 1*2. 


Wt. 175. 
S. 1-28. 


As on 1318, but ‘lot 0 and 
in Nftgarl 


but loo 


but 


but 


PI. XVII. 


but ioa 


<SL 

ISLAM 

SHAH 













ISLAM 

SHAH 



SURlS 


Mint 

Date 


959 


As on 1318. 


i§L 


Reverse 


As on 1319, but Sci 


Wt. 173-8. 
S. 1-3. 


1325 


1326* 


960 


954 


Wt. 172-2. 
S. 1-3. 


In circle, the Kalima. 
Margin 

u lU-J\ Jc * uUn 1>I 

M.m. 9 at * * 

Wt. 175. 

S. 1-32. 


but 


G. Circular areas type . 


In circle 


cH' r *~' 

jjUaLu j jLi j+Zj 

iXle 4)1 jXi> m 

V*' (>' J 

Margin 

j,\ , UjJt JiU * 

iot- 




M.m. 25 at * 


PI. XVII. 


1326a* 


954 


Wt. 176. 

S. 1-25. 

Ref . I.M.C., 803. 


but ^ inverted. 
&«**» 


*Notc to 1826. Mr. Stapleton in N.S. xlii gives a coin of this type without the m.m. in 
reverse margin. He reads instead of *^1 3- But this reading cannot, I 

think, be accepted. 

*Note to 1826 a. Mr. Stnpleton (N.S. xiii, p. 21) gives a coin of this type without m.m. 
in obverse margin. (\Yt. 176-7 grs.) 









MIN ISr^ 



SURIS 


341 


Obverse 


Type D. 


956 


In square, the Kalima. 
Soi in lower left corner. 
M.m. 9 over ^ of 

Margins 

Top bl 

Right ujU j+z 
Bottom jjUc 
Left Je 

Wt. 177-2. 

S. 1-1. 


In square 
CT 5 - 


<X~\ 

&5Ji* 4ll jA-S> 

M.m. 4 over b 

Margins 

Top LojJl J^U. 

Left j 

Right y\ 

Bottom ? 

PI. XVII. 


1328 


956 


Wt. 162-5 (worn). 
S. 1-1. 


As on 1327, but below area 


1329 


953 


In square, the Kalima. 
M.m. 72 over j of 
1 o-i (sic) in lower left corner. 

Margins 

Top Jo J 

Left 

Others missing. 

Wt. 172-5. 

S. M. 


Type E. 

In square 

jjUaL) sbl» 

r 3U 

Margins defective. 
Bottom 3 

M.m. 72 over C 


<SL 

ISLAM 

SH AH 













MiN/sr^ 



ISLAM 

SHAH 



1342 


SURIS 

JSL 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

fR 


Type F. 

1330* 

— 

Ia square, the Ealima. 

In square, as on 1329, but 


956 

Soi in lower left corner. 

Margins 

^ (inverted) to left of ^IkL.. 

Nagarl reads and ap¬ 

pears to be continued into 



T °P [/> 

the bottom margin with the 



Bottom ? j+s. 

word . • . 



Right 

The other margins are too 
defective to be read with any 



Left missing. 

certainty. 



Wt. 174-5. 

S. 1-05. 

PI. XVII. 

1330a 


As on 1309. 

As on 1309, but SoS over 


959 

Wt. 176. 

S. -95. 

the £ of jli*. as well as to left 
of 



Ref. I.M.G ., 813. 


/E 


COPPER 

1331- 

Alwar 


[>ji „i] 

1332 

954 

) _.U- 1 

JJLl 




r 

^UzU 



let* 




cH 



M.m. 14 over j** 

»li» J* — t, 



Wt. 308; 313. 

&5CL jJl» 



S. -85. 




Dates observed: 953 (B.M.), 954, 955 (I.M.C.), 957 



(H. R. N.—date over 


1333- 

a 

» 

>» 

1335 

? 

but date uDcertain. 




M.m. 3 over 




■Wt. 308 (2). 

S. -85. 

PI. XVII. 


*No!c to 1830. A peculiarity of this type is the manner of writing . The bottom 
obverse margin noedfl to bo road through a looking-glass. 













MIN/Sr^ 



<SL 

ISLAM 

SHAH 


*^ote to 1336 a. Cf. Type L below. 

,* N oU io 1386 b. H.R.N. has a second specimen with before in the last lino 














miST/fy. 



ISLAM 

SHAH 



344 


SUMS 

SSL 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 

PL 

1337 

Sambhal 
? 953 

H* c? 

Wt. 318. 

S. -85. 

? 

aLL y l 

. . r »5CJu jli. jjlkLn 

PI. XVII. 

1338 

Shahga^h 
? 

•*4* c? 

(sic) r L.a' J^i\ 

^jJl 

Wt. 323. 

S. -85. 

jbl\ y\ 

^UaL* 

-r*-- 

»5A* 4Jl\ jJU*. 

1339 

959 

» 

hut loi to left of mint. 

H 



Wt. 155. 

S. -55. 




Date 8 observed : 957, 958 
(H. R. N.). Half paisa 959. 


1339a 

1 

2 

959 

As on 1339, the top half of 
the legend being off the coin. 

S. -7. 

» 

but in place of the figure 

of a lion ! 



Ref. Berlin. 


1340 

959 

As on 1339. 

Wt. 316. 

S '85. 

» 

but m.m. 73 to left of 

1340A 

* 

f) 

959 

r> 

Ref. IJ. R. N. 

n 



























WNIST/fy 



* Note to 184 Sa. The double date on this coin is remarkable. 

m Note to 134i). H.R.N. has this with double lines and knot on obverse. 















misr^ 



<SL 

ISLAM 

SHAH 










misTfy 












misrfy 



<SL 

ISLAM 

SHAH 









MIN/Sr^ 


SURlS 



ISLAM 

SHAH 



1353* 


Shergayh 

Qanauj 

95- 


KalpT 

952 


Obverse 


As on 1349, but unit of 
date missing. 

Wt. 150-5. 

S. -7. 


Cl 


cj 


1354 


1355- 

1356 


1357*- 

1358 


954 


955 


9y6 


ij tor 

UjJI 

Wt. 312. 

S. -9. 


but *o\? and the line forming 
a central m.m. 9. 


Reverse 


% 


sb, ^LA 


yJoJI y\ 

r 

3LI 

U 

UaL* l 
L5-J^ V/* 


Wt. 311. 

S. -9. 

Dates observed: 953 (R. Lahor, Pt. I, p. 42), 954, 955 
(H. R. N.). 


but loo and no central knot. 

Wt. 306; 316. 

S. 9. 


but soi 

Wt. 317; 312. 

S. -9. 

Dates observed: 052,965, 

950, 957 (ft. R. N.). PL XVII- 

* A T offl to 1853. There is a half paisa of this year and type in the B.M., and one of 958— 
with m.m. 9 over the o of the date—in the cabinet of H R.N. 

* Note to 1367. H.R.N. has a half paisa of 956 of this type. 





























miSTfiy 

















mesr/fy 



<SL 

ISLAM 

SHAH 














MIN/Sr*,, 


SURIS 



ISLAM 

$JAH 


354 


No. 


Mint 

Date 


Obverse 



Without Mint name. 


PL 


Type A. 


1369* 


953 


. . . . jJl j («*c) 

^or 

[«-] 


Jki\ j\ 

& 

aL> ^jLI 
|£l. 4)1 jli* 


Wt. 310. 
S. -95. 


PI. XVIII. 


1370 


955 


but loo 

Wt. 315. 

S. -95. 

Dates observed: 952 (O/.a, 837), 053,954(H.R. N.), 955. 


1371- 

1373 


952 


c ^a' 

cjbjJI 

lor 

iJU) 

M.m. 3 over ^ 

Wt. 318; 314. 
S. -95. 


Type B. 


J]aj\ j)\ 


ilA r ^.l 

UjUaluo stij 
sSJU «tl]\ jli>» 


M.m. 3 over ^ of ^XJ 
and m.m. 66 over ^ of j!» 


1374- 

1376 


953 


but 


a 


<*or 


Wt. 314; 315. 
S. -95. 


PI. XVIII. 


* Note to 1369. I.U.C , 845, is a half paisa of 958 of this type. 














<SL 

ISLAM 

SHAH 












MIN ISTfiy 














MIN ISTffy 



<§L 


ISLAM 

SHAH 











Ml NlSTfiy 












. mtsTffy 



<SL 

ISLAM 

SHAH 















MIN ISTfff, 



* Type K of the (No. 869^ is a coin of the KalpT mint. The light weight 

and rather crude fabric of Nos. 1410-1411 suggest that they may be contemporary 
imitations. 











MIN ISTffy 



* These may bo of Chun&r mintage. Of. 1836 a. 













Ml NlSTfif 















Ml UlSTffy 


SURlS 



363 


Re verso 


Var. (6). 


1420 ? 


As on 1417. 

Wt. 304 (worn). 
S. -85. 


As on 1417, but m.m. 4 
over ^L,\ 


<SL 

isiiAm 

SHAH 


1421— 

1423 


959 


Var. (c). 


As on 1417, but in third 
line lot 1 


As on 1417, but m.m. 43 
over 


Wt. 316; 313. 
S. -95. 


PI. XVIII. 


1424 

i 


960 


but • 

M.m. 4 under unit figure 
of date. 

Wt. 146-6. 

S. 7. 

Dates observed: 959, 960 
(B.M.); halfjm/sa 960. 


>> 


1425 


952 


Type 0. 

M* a 9 

w yjji ^ 

lor 


jA ojl y\ 

6 

sjvXo jJl» ? 


1426 


Wt. 163-1. 
S. -7. 


953 


but lor 


Wt. 317. 

S. -85. 

Dates observed: 

952 (H. R. N.), 953; 
half paisa 952. 




PI. XVIII. 











Ml NlSTfiy. 















SURlS 


=<SL 


Mint 

Date 


952 ? 


Obverse 

Reverse 

Type S. 

^.... 


p* M* • • 

r 

c) ’or (?) 

ilA iU 


LjjJt 


S. -95. 

LhL*« 

»5CAj» alii jib. 

Ref. B.M. 


Smaller Pieces. 

One-eighth of a paisa. 



r *-' 

j-fijib. 


JoUJl 

(jUaLj 

Wt. 39-4; 39*1. 

PI. XVIII. 

S. -55. 

a 

but the d of ^Uj cuts the \ 

Wt. 38*3. 


S. *15. 


One-tenth of a paisa. 

In circle 

ylijl y\ 

r* -H c J 


a' 

J.5L.1 

Wt. 27*6. 


S. -5. 

PI. XVIII 


ISLAM 

SHAH 


















MIMSr/f,, 



MUHAM¬ 

MAD 

ADIL 



,366 


SURIS 

vsi 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse 



MUHAMMAD 

'ADIL shah 



a.h. 960-964. 

a.d. 1552-1556. 

N 


GOLD 

1434* 

JhdSl ? 

In triple square, the centre 

In triple square, the centre 


964 

one of dots, the Kalima. 

one of dots 



.i.t* {sic) in lower left 

all jjUaL 



corner. 

Margins defective. 

jl.a» 



Wt. 165-3. 

Below 



S. -9. 

[59T? 




Other margins defective. 




PI. XVIII. 

/R 


SILVER 

1434a 

Agrah ? 

In square, the Kalima. 

In square 


962 

M.m. 43 in lower left cor¬ 

(jlloLa 



ner. 

ijjlc |l«i 



Margins 

^ 4ll jLb- 



Left j+s- 

Margins 



Wt. 173. 

Left jjlkUl 



S. -95. 

Bottom ? hj) 1 



Fef. I.M.C. 


1434b 

Agrah 


»» 


963 

but without m.m. 

but iir vertical to right of 
jJu> and 



Margins 




Bottom M 

below area. 



Right Js 

Margins 



Hef. H.R. N. 

Right yJoJI y) 

Bottom T 



PI. XXIV. 



Dates observed: 962 ?, 963, 964 (H. R. N.)—The latter coin 
has j>\ in the left reverse margin and in the 

right and JjUJI in the top margins. 


* Note to 1484. Probably a copy from the rupee No. 1434 d. 













mtSTfiy 



1434c 

1 


(Agrali) 

9G4 


As on 1434 b but margins 
missing. 

Wt. 77 (worn). 


As on 1434 b but margins MUHAM- 
missing. MAD 

ADIL 


S. -75. 


Ref B.M. 


PI. XXL 


1434d 


JhusI 

964 


In square, the Kalima. 
In lower left corner lit® 

Margins 

Top M 

Right 

Others missing. 

Wt. 170. 

S. 95. 

Ref 877 (fig.). 


In square 

M.m. 9 over ^ of jJU* 
Margins missiDg. 


1434e 


Chunar 

963 


In square, the Kalima. 
Hr in lower left corner. 


Margins 

Top l>.l 

Right 'j&Sj .II Je 
Bottom 
Left missing. 


Wt. 176-3. 


Ref H. R. N. 


In square 

S-3? jjUalw 

»5CL »JJ1 jib. 

8 (sic) 8 .iUalw 3 

Margins 
Top LijJl 
Left j 

Bottom ujy? 
Right [/3aJ\ y] 







miSTfiy. 



MUHAM¬ 

MAD 

'ADXX. 



B68 


SURlS 

VST 

No. 

Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

p 

Reverse 

/R 

1434r 

Shergadli 

In square, the Kalima. 

In square 


fBakkar] 

Margins 

U sli 


— 

UaL, 



Bottom Jo hi 

' t 



Left .... j+z 

*ui jJl=> 



Wt. 177-6. 




S. M. 

M.m. 80 over ^ of JaL 



Ref. B.M. 

Margins 

Right sjj . . . 

Bottom Jo fjJlj v_ 




PI. XXI. 

1435* 

[Kalpi] 

As on 1435 a. 

In square 


(00)3? 

Margins 

jj »l-w 

I.ItIia* 



Bottom Jo % 1)1 

s^Jl« aj]l jJj*. 



Left ^liJl j+s- 

Wt. 174-2. 

(sic) 

M.m. 14 over ^ 



S. 1. 

Margins 

Left ,jUJuJl 

Top JaUJl 

Right . . r yflkjl y\ ? 
Bottom missing. 

1435a* 

KalpT 

In square, the Kalima. 

In square 


963 

Margins 

\j slii 

UaLj 



Bottom j^xdl Jo U 

s^Jlo sJLll jJL» 



Left [ji^^l J 




Top ^lijJl 

M.m. 14 over C 



Right ^J1 Js- 

Margins 



Wt. 173. 

Left jjUaLJl ? 

Top 



Ref. n. R. N. 

Right sir...? 

Bottom C= J\J. . .. 


* Note to 1485. This may be definitely assigned to KalpT. 

•Note to 1485 a. H.R.N. reads left rev. margin as UijJl jj* and in right rev. margin 
j 3 but of. No. 1435. 
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Obverse 


In square, the Kalima. 

In lower left corner m.m. 
81. 

Margins 

Bottom jpjxJI laj 
Left ^UJl 
Others missing. 

Wt. 176-8. 

S. -95. 

Ref. 876. 


<SL 


Eeverse 


In square 

u ll a jL 

SU, 

t «£l. Ail jli. 

Margin 

Bottom 


MUHAM¬ 

MAD 

'ABIE, 


1436- Narnol 
1437 961 


In square, the Kalima. 
Margins defective. 

Wt. 176-2-174. 

S. 95. 


Dates observed: 960(B.M.), 
981, 962 (L.M.C.). 


In square 

jjllaL* sU, 

J^>lc J*** 
i! v5vU Alii jLa. 

M.m. 13 above 
Margins 
Left ^UaUl 
Bottom yyi 

Right f j&J 1 y)] 


1438 


961 


In square, the Kalima. 
Margins 

Bottom ^5o y 

Left j*si 

Top 

Right ^3jJ\ J* 

Wt. 171-2. 

S. 1*28. 




In square 

Jolc j ^ 4 ^UaL. 

s£.L Alii jiiv 
lj»\ #jUaLu ^ 

Margins 
Bottom 
Right in 

Top ^ LjjJ' 

Left y\ 


M.m. 25 at * 4 

PI. XVIII. 

* -Vote to 1435 b. L.M.C. 1008 is of this type and date but the latter is above *. The 
m,m - in rev> area j 8 a s tar. 

B b 












MIN/Sr^ 



MUHAM¬ 

MAD 

'ADIXa 


SURIS 


Mint 

Date 


Obverse 


Reverse 




/R 

1439 


961? 


As on 1438. 

Wt. (ringed). 
S. 1-3. 


Iu square 

sW UJL (sic) 

4lll 

lyliaLi ^ s5CL» 


Margins 
Bottom f 

Hi 


Right 


1 


Others as on 1438. 

PI. XIX. 


1440 


? 

963 


1440a 


? 

960 


In square, the Kalima. 
M.m. 15 in left lower corner. 

Margins 

Left 

Top . . . ijUic 
Others missing. 

Wt. 170. 

S. 1. 


In square, the Kalima. 
M.m. 47 in lower left cor¬ 
ner. 

Margins 

Bottom jpjxJI bl 
Right J* 

Wt. 166-4-176-5. 

Ref. B. M. (two coins). 


In square 

* u Hr 
U LkL- 
o-^ 

Margins defective. 

In the bottom margin are 
traces of what may be 

PI. XIX. 

In square as on 1140, but 
U U 

Ual—» 

Margins 

Right 

Top 
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Obverse 


In square, the Kalima. 
Margins 

Left j+c- 

Top u UuJl 
Others missing. 


Wt. 174-4. 

S. 1. 


<SL 


Reverso 


In square 

jjUaL. 

Jolc sli» 
s5Jl*. ail\ jAj> £ 

• • • 

Margins 

Left ^jUaL.11 

Top 

Right jdaj\ y) 
Bottom missing. 


MUHAM¬ 
MAD 
ADI 1 


PI. XIX. 


1442* 


? 

9G4 


In square, the Kalima. 
•hi® in lower right corner. 

Margins 

Top jhJ^5o hi 
Left Jlc 

Others missing. 

Wt. 173-5. 

S. -95. 


In square 

JoAc u 

UoLj 

*5 Cl * i jju* 

%j*\ ($i‘c) jjb 5)lkL. ^ 

<-*t _ _o 

Margins missing. 

M.m. GO at * 

PI. XIX. 


1443* 

sq. 


? 

961? 


In square, the Kalima. 
Margins missing. 

Wt. 168-5 (worn). 

S, -7. 


In square as on 143G. 
Margins missing. 


Note to 1441. Probably of the Agrah mint. C'f. No. 1484 b. 

Note to 1442. This is probably a coin of the Chunar mint. Of. No. 1434 x and 1447. 
Note to 1448. Probably of Narnol mintage. Cf. No. 1436. 














miSTfiy. 


sums 



MUHAM¬ 

MAD 

ABIE 



Mint 

Date 


Obverse 


/E 


1444- Jaunpur 
1446 963 


1447 


Chuniir 

964 


M* c? 

-a' 

cjbjJI ^jJI 
nr 
jyr 

Wt. 315. 

S. -8. 


[•H c c?l 
LijJt 

Vk 

Wt. 307. 

S. -85. 



COPPER 

^aJaJI ^.1 

Xo Lu> 

iU (a) Is ? 

cA-UL 

M.ra. 60 at (a). 

PI. XIX. 


u 

J+S? UoIm* 
s£Ju (a) \ jlb» 
joUaL. 

M.m. 60 at (a). 

PI. XIX. 


1448- 

1449 

2 


but date wanting. 

Wt. 156-5; 149-5. 

8 . -7 


4 

Is ^jlkLi 
sU» (a) 


M.m. 60 at (a). 


1450- Slialigarb 
1453 961 


As on 1444, but 
Hi iji Li. 

Wt. 318. 

S. -85. 

Dates observed: 061, 962. 
(H.R.N.) 


1454- 

1455 ? 

h 


but date and mint name 
wanting. 

Wt. 143-5 (worn); 155. 
8 . *65 

Date observed: 

961 (L.M.C., 1022). 


As on 1444. 


PI. XIX. 


ji 

















mtSTfiy 



<SL 

MUHAM¬ 

MAD 

ADID 














MiN/sr^ 



MUHAM¬ 

MAD 

ADIL 



1463- 

1465 


1466- 

1467 


1468 


961 


962 


963 


SURIS 


Obverse 


In square 

M* d 


■ a ' 

Margins illegible. On other 
specimens these read 
Bottom 
Left 
Top 

Right Hr 

Wt. 314 (worn). 

S. -85. 


% 


Ref . B.M. 


In square 

u lkL» 

Margins illegible. On other 
specimens these read 
Top y.l 

Right 4)1 
Bottom i^L 

PI. XXI. 


Without Mint Name. 

Type A, 


•H* d 

u m 
bjJI 

Wt. 320; 317. 
S. -9; -85. 


y\ 

jjUalw 
ttlA S+ ’ s. * 
4lll 


PI. XIX. 


but 


r 


Wt. 312; 313. 
S. -9; *85. 


but 


iir 


Wt. 308. 

S. -9, -85, 

Dates observed : 960 (B.M.),. 961, 862, 003, 964 (I.M.G; 

888 ). 
























miSTfi,, 



1469- 

1470 


1471 


1472- 

1473 


1474- 

1475 


1476- 

1477 


962 


964 


963 


sums 


Obverse 


Reverse 


-<SL 


Type B . 


As on 1463, but m.m. 9 


above 




Wt. 304; 312. 
S. -9. 


but without m.m. 

Wt. 320. 

S. -9. 


As on 1469 (m.m. 9). 
but lit 0 

Wt. 317 (2). 

S. -9. 


Wt. 153*5; 158*5. 
S. *75. 


s (a) 

(J 

UaL 

4l)l jl». 

M.m. 82 at (a). 


but arranged 

& 

(j U ( a) [or »l^] 
llA^ f .1 c 
4)1 

u5Cbs jJjs. 

M.m. 82 at (a). 

PI. XIX. 


MUHAM¬ 

MAD 

ADI la 


Dates observed: 902, 963 (B.M.), 904; half paisa 962 
(IL R. N.), 964. 


As on 1463, but 
ii r 

Wt. 315; 311. 
S. *9. 


Type G. 

p\ 

sh (a) 
J^U\ 
M.m. 74 at (a). 


PI. XIX. 

Dates observed: 903, 964 (11, R. N.); half paisa 962, 963 
(II. R. N.). 












mW$T#y 



*Note to 1470. A variety (B.M.) has with m,m * ^ to ^ 

* Note to 1480. Cf. R. (Lfihor, Pt. I, p. 48-20) whore jjU is read to the right of 
on the obverse. 
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MIN IST/fy 


SURlS 



IBRA¬ 
HIM III 



/R 

1480d 


1480b 

1 

2 


/E 

1481 


962 


Mint 

Date 

Obverse 

Reverse ^ 


IBRAHIM SHAH SUR 


A.H. 962. 

A.D. 1554. 


SILVER 

? Ban&ras 

In square 

In square 

962 


5^JU 4)1 



(jlkLo J 


jjUJL 

sjb* j 8 y^l ^bl j 


^.1 

1 r (a) 0 . 


M.m. 4 over j\ 

M.m. 9 at (a). 


Margins 

Margins 


Right j£> j>\ 

Bottom u^iJl j\s* 


Bottom j+z 

Left . . . . y 


Left ubi-c 

Top missiDg. 


Top Js. 

Wt. 167. 

S. M. 

Right ? 


Ref. K. VI. 13 (B.M.). 

FI. XXI. 

>> 

a 


962 

Margins missing. 

Wt. 88 . 

S. -85. 

Margins missing. 


Ref. R. IV. 17 (B.M.). 

PI. XXI. 


COFFER 


<4* J 

jjj^i 

U W 
Uxll ^Jjl 


Wt. 317. 
S. -85. 


^ilzjl ^y>l 
ali* (jUatL* 

l£l* 4)1 jla» 


FI. XIX. 











MIN IST^ 



? B 

1482a 


962 


SURIS 


379 


Obverse 


As on 1481. 

(parts of) 

Wt. 158. 

S. -7. 

Ref. R. VI. 6. 


Reverse 


As on 1481. 


<SL 


IBRA¬ 
HIM III 


SIKANDAR SHAH SUR 
A.H. 962. a,d. 1554. 

SILVER 


SI KAN- 
BAR III 


In square, the Kalima. 
^ to left of s. 

Margins 
Left (sic) 

Top ^Sji\ J* 
Right . . . Jk h'l 
Bottom missing. 

Wt. 169-5. 

S. M. 


In square 

V VaV -jj 


J) -- 

sir 

M.m. 83 over ^ 

M.m. 97 in J of 
Margins 

Left ^ Ji^JI 
Top 

Right (traces of) 
k5vL .nil jAa» 

Bottom jy>y (yr») 

^ over dJl in top margin. 

PI. XIX 


? billon 




Wt. 130. 

S. -75. 

Ref Berlin. 



jfyji 

i^-A 

%V]mJ 

jjlLL 


PL XXIII. 


* Notm ff$? a. B.M. has a second specimen. « - \ i i 

* M to 2 «3. Some coins are without tt.nu # M have m.m. 80 » the J of Jt-Ul 
—of. I.M.C ., 898. Others have both m.m. 88 and m.m. oU. 
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miS.Tfiy 



<SL 

SIKAH- 
BAB III 













SURIS 

SHER SHAH SUE 

In any collection of the coins of the Sultans of Dehll it will be found 
that the coins of the Suri dynasty predominate in numbers. In the 
10 ^2 s 7 present collection out of 1483 coins, 453 are of the Suri period. The 
t CS reason is that Sher Shah, when he remodelled the coinage on lines 
2G3-325 which were destined to leave their mark on the currency even up to 
the present day, extended the privilege of striking coins to the more 
prominent cities as and when they were brought under his sway. This 
practice, which was resorted to by some of his predecessors, but only to 
a very limited extent, was subsequently further developed by the 
Mughals. The coins in a great many instances bear the names of the 
mint-town from which they issued and are thus of considerable interest 
and value in showing the extent and influence of the Dehli empire. 
Thus a representative collection of Suri coinage must contain not only 
coins of each metal, denomination, type and date but also a comprehen¬ 
sive series of the issues from each mint. 

Sher Shah lost no time in abandoning mixed metal coinage and his 
instinct was, as the future showed, correct, for this time the change came 
to stay. Tradition had frustrated an earlier attempt in this direction 
but Sher Shah hailed from Bihar where the billon tradition did not 
obtain. Moreover, in the course of his rise to power he must have 
amassed considerable resources and the state treasury was, therefore, in a 
more solvent position than it had been for the last century and more of 
Dehli rule. Sher Shah was, therefore, able to translate his imbibed 
principles into practice without difficulty. 

The currency of the Bengal kingdom consisted mainly of silver tankahs 
of the old style, cowries taking the place of copper. Only a sprink- 
ling of gold tankahs can have been issued, for they are comparatively 
very rare. Accordingly Sher Shah made his silver rupee the standard 
measure of value. Gold coins were struck by him but as with the 
Bengal a&hrajis are so rare as to be almost negligible. There are, how¬ 
ever, numerous fabrications . 1 Copper was extensively mined and used 
as coin north of Bengal and Sher Shah would naturally therefore retain 
that metal for the lower exchange values. Cowries indeed still find 

1 Th. No. 841 is one that is commonly met with. 
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e bazars for trivial purchases and were doubtless so used in 


be official weight of Sher Shah’s silver coins, now definitely known 
as rdpaiya (rupees)—for the tankah had been degraded to a humbler 
value—is not established. Thomas ( Chron p. 406) says that it ‘ ought 
to have weighed 178-25 grains’ on the assumption that Akbar’s rupee , 
which is known to have weighed llj mdshas ( was avowedly based on 
that of Sher Shah ’ ( ib . p. 405), the weight of the Dehll mdsha being 
15-5 grains (11J x 15-5 = 178-25). But the above dictum appears to be 
a little arbitrary. Abul Fazl’s 1 statement, when speaking of the rupee, 
is that it was first introduced in the time of Sher Khan but was 
* perfected ’ in Akbar’s reign. This scarcely warrants the definite nature 
of Thomas’s statement. 

The choice seems to lie between two alternatives. One is that the 
rupee of Sher Shah was a coin of 96 ratis = 12 mdshas = 1 tolah, 
the tolah in this case being equivalent to 180 grains, which, it has been 
suggested, was the official rate fixed by Muhammad bin Farid. The other 
18 that Akbar imitated Sher Shah, as Thomas thought, in fixing the 
weight of his rupee at ll-J mdshas of 15-5 grains which would make 
Sher Shah’s rupee equivalent to 178-25 grains. Against this latter view 
a strong argument is found in the weights of the coins themselves. A 
cursory glance through this catalogue reveals the fact that there is an 
appreciable number of Sher Shah’s rupees from several mints and of 
several types whoso weights exceed 178-25 grains—the maxima being 
179-2 and 179-5 grains for the mintless types A and I 2 and 179 grains for 
the mints of Agrah, KalpI, and Gwaliar. That would rule out a rupee of 
Hi 'mdshas with a tolah of 185-5 grains. It may be said, too, that the 
general weight average of Slier Shah’s rupees is slightly higher than 
that of the rupees of Akbar. On the other hand, until we get definite 
evidence to the contrary, we are entitled to assume that gher Shah con¬ 
tinued for his principal silver coin the tolah standard which had apparently 
become a tradition in Delhi since the reforms of Iltutmish and it may 
w ell be that he found in force the tolah of 180 grains which, we think, 
Was initiated by Muhammad V, prior to the billon currency of the Lodls. 
The evidence of the coins themselves supports a rupee of 180 grains.. 

In addition to the rupee, Sher Shah introduced a new copper coin 
which also Akbar retained in his monetary system and which was in 
his reign known as a ddyn. What it was called in Sher Shah’s time 
we do not know for certain. Abu’l Fazl in speaking of the dam says:— 
ews* —* formerly they called it paisa ’ and that name has 
een given to Sher Shah’s coin in this catalogue. 

C»i —Blochmann’s translation published for the Asiatic Society of Bengal, 

cutta > 1873, vol. I, p. 81. 2 No. 670. 



SHAH 



MIN!Sr*y 




i SURIS 

An instructive passage in the Tarlkh-i-Khdn Jahdn Lo\ 
Malchzan-i-Afghani 1 speaks of the payment made for each stone of Slier 
Shah's new fort of Ruhtas being fixed first at an ashrafi then falling to 
a rupee and ten tanlcahs ‘ until it reached as low as a bahluli ’,tlius showing 
what were the denominations of coin current at the time. These tanlcahs 
were doubtless Sikandari tanlcahs , still a popular and useful coin. 
Twenty, as we have seen, were regarded as equivalent to a rupee, and 
one tankah was probably equal to two of Sher Shah's copper paisa . 
We know that in Akbar's time 40 dams went to the rupee, and it seems 
reasonable to suppose that the same value attached to the copper piece 
of Sher Shah. In this case Sher Shah and Akbar were but carrying on 
the scale established by Muhammad bin Farid under which 40 jitals of 
360 grains of copper went to the silver piece of 180 grains, the lower 
weight of the Sun paisa and Akbarl dam being due to the appreciation 
of copper. The paisa was in fact the direct representative in copper of 
the cid billon jital and Sher Shall merely revived in a new form a coin 
which for a long period had disappeared from the currency and been 
treated as money of account. The weights of Sher Shah's paisa vary to 
such an extent, that it is difficult to say what the official weight was. 
For example, Nos. 1202-3 of this catalogue from the Narnol mint weigh 
329 and 328 grains, and Thomas quotes a coin of Hissar of 329 grains, 
whereas No. 1119 of this catalogue, a coin of Chunar, weighs only 304 
grains, though in very fine condition. The Akbarl dam, of which 
40 exchanged for a rupee of 178 grains, weighed, we are told, 1 67 ratis, 
equivalent, with a rati of 1-9375 grains, to 323-5625 grains. The paisa of 
Sher Shah therefore, of which 40 went to a rupee of 180 grains, might 
be expected to be rather heavier. But without any knowledge of the 
copper-silver ratio then prevailing any attempt to fix its weight can 
only be conjectural. 

It is perhaps sufficient merely to say that forty of Sher Shah's paisa 
went to the rupee, irrespective of weight. 2 Mr. John Allan, of the 
British Museum, suggests that the mint employees paid no special 
regard to the weight of individual coins, so longas a certain quantity of 
metal yielded a fixed number of coins. Similar variations in the weights 
of coins of the same denomination are, as he points out, observed in the 
imperial large brass of Rome, and the same explanation is given to 
account for this. Incidentally, it is of some interest to note that the 
coins of Narnol are generally of higher weight than those of other mints. 
In the Narnol district were situated copper mines, and the value of 
copper would naturally be less there than at more distant mints. 1 h 13 

1 E. D_. V., 115 and note. Cf. also Dorn’s History of the Afghans, p. 181. » 

3 Cf. Ain-i-Akbarl (Blochmannl, vol. i, p 31. ‘Although the market price (of the rupee; 
Is sometimes more or less than 40 ddnis. yet this value is always set upon it in payniec 
of salaries.’ 
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\* \si|j||Bs^ a/query whether the weight of the paisa was uniform through- 
X^^^sjhingdom, or whether it did not differ in different localities and 
lirtifierent issues in accordance with the distance from a copper source 
or the market-value of copper at the time and place of striking. Generally- 
speaking we cannot attach too much importance to the weights of the 
individual coins as a guide to the official weight of the Sun paisa . 
Forty to the rupee was doubtless, as Abu’l Fazl suggests, the rough and 
ready rate of exchange in the bazars independently of the market price 
of copper. 

Sher Shah’s rupees are known of the following mint-towns—Ujjain, 
Agrah, Panduah, Chunar, Ranthambhor, Satgaon, Sharif abad. Shergarh, 
Shergadh alias Bakkar, Shergarh alias Dehli, Fathabad, Kalpi, Gwaliar, 
and Malot, in addition to three which cannot be considered certain 
readings, viz. Bhanpur, Hazrat Rasulpur alias Patna and Qil'a Tiinda. 

A valuable note on the mint-towns of the Dehli Sultans by Mr. H. R. 
Nevill is to be found in the J.A.S.B ., 1921, N. S. xxxv, article No. 219. 
In it all the above mints—except Panduah and Tanda—are dealt with. 
Panduah was situated in what is now the Malda district of Bengal, about 
20 miles from Gaur. Tanda was also in the immediate neighbourhood 
°f Gaur and was ‘ the capital of Bengal after the decadence of Gaur \ 1 
Sher Shah was crowned in Gaur. 

Besides the coins bearing the name of their mint there is a large 
class which records no mint name. Among these has been included 
w hat may be called the jahanpanah class—coins on which the word 
Jnhdnpanah is found on the reverse. Thomas ( Chron ., p. 399) thought 
the word was an * abrupt and irregular insertion of the name of the 
m mt’ and concluded that the mint was in the ‘ Jahanpanah \ one of 
the towns comprising Dehli founded by Muhammad Tughluq. But, as 
^tr. Nevill has pointed out, Sher Shah did not get possession of Dehli 
till a.h. 947, whereas coins with jalidnpandh on them occur of a.h. 946. 
The word invariably follows the Sultan’s honorific title ,aiajl y\ and 
precedes his name, which might indicate that it was a title adopted by 
Sher Shah, and this seems to be corroborated by the coins of Ujjain mint 
0n which both the name of the mint and the word jahanpanah occur (on 
°Pp08ite sides of the coin). Thus it might be assumed that ordinarily 
Ihe term jahanpanah represents a title rather than a mint. But a word 
°I caution is necessary, for the coins Nos. 1070 and 1070 a read un- 
^stakeably zarb jahanpanah —a fact of which Mr. Nevill was not 
Co gnizant at the date of his paper in N. S. xxxv. An explanation that 
8u ggestsitself is that jahanpanah represents rather the Sultan’s immediate 
Precincts than his title and that the coins bearing that word were struck 




c c 


Cf. Imperial Gazetteer of India, vol. xxiii, p. 221. 
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n the Court or Camp mint of Sher Shah in the same way that) 
l a camp-struck currency (,^1 

It will be noticed that the coins catalogued under the unqualified 
mint name Shergarh consist of two distinct series—those with single 
lined areas (Nos. 1040 a-1042 a) and those with double lined square 
areas (Nos. 1043-1048). The former—including specimens of Qil'a 
Shergarh—may be assigned to the fortress built by Sher Shah in the 
Shahabad district. The latter, beginning as they do in a.h. 948, may 
have been struck at Qanauj to which, as later copper coins attest, the 


name of Shergarh was given. 

\ Special interest attaches to the two rupees Nos. 1040 a and 1040 b 
and the small copper coins Nos. 1257 and 1270 A. These are all dated 
A.H. 945, and show that Sher Shah had already assumed the title of Shah 
before and not after the battle of Chaunsa in A.H. 946 as Professor 
QanungO .asserts. 1 Thomas is more probably correct when he states 
(Chron., p. 393) that Sher Khan assumed the title as king of Bihar, 
when Humayun was isolated in Bengal and Hindal Mirza in revolt at 
Agrah. 

* The unique coin No. 1041 a of Qil'a Shergarh helps to confirm the 
reading of No. 1042. 

\ The scarce coins of Ranthambhor commemorate the surrender of that 
fortress, just south of Jaipur, in A.H. 949. It is to be noted that no coins 

\ of either Agrah or Dehli are known of A.H. 947, although both fell into 
Sher Shah's hands that year. The extension to Hindustan of the 
practice of striking coin at important centres, seems to have been an 
afterthought. The year a.h. 947 was a period of constant movement 
and consolidation and during it Sher Shah was content to issue for use 
in his northern territories the * mintless * coins—both silver and copper— 
of which numerous types are found bearing the date in question. In 
a.h. 948 silver coins recording mint names outside Bengal begin to make 
their appearance and these are followed in a.h. 949 by similar coins in 
copper. But even of this date copper coins with a mint-name are recorded 
only of Kfilpl—evidently, from the number and variety of its coins, 
regarded as an important mint. 

The fractional silver coins are of the greatest rarity, and, except for 
one coin which must have been a sixteenth of a rupee, those known are 
limited to a few half rupees and a single quarter rupee (No. 1031 d). 
Unfortunately the unique one-sixteenth which originallj' formed part of 
this collection fell to pieces on the journey to England. It has been 
described in N. S. xxvii, p. 132-6. 

8her Shah’s copper coinage was minted at Abu, Agrah, Alwar, Awadb 


1 &L <er by Qanungo, pp. 205-208. 
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^Biana, Chunar, Hisaar, Sambhal, Shergarh (Qanauj?) Shergarh 
mergarh (Dehll), KalpI, Gwaliar, Lakhnau, Malot, and Narnol. 1 

j6vs read the mint name on one coin as y (Nau)—No. 1211 a _but 

its similarity in type with No. 1103 c indicates that the mint was Abu, 
it’ indeed both y and y) are not blundered renderings of ) j\ ) to the 
coins of which mint they closely correspond. The collection is particularly 
rich in the coins of Chunar. 



SHAH 


Ihere is a very large series of ‘ mintless ’ types, which, it is suggested, 
formed Sher Shah’s copper currency during the early period of conquest 
and consolidation. But in many cases they continued to be struck after 
the practice of recording mint names on the coins had become established 
and may thus have been issues fnfn Sher Shah’s moving camp. 

Some of the rarest of Sher Shah’s copper coins are the quarters, / 
fifths, and tenths of a paisa—Nos. 1150, 1224, 1257, 1270, and 1270 a. 
The coinage was comprehensive, for sixteenths and twentieths are also 
well known. 


ISLAM SHAH islam 

SHAH 

The currency of Islam Shah follows in style that of his more able r 
piedecessor. His gold coins, as those of Sher Shah, are of the greatest Nos. 1282- 
ranty and of the two listed, one, No. 1282 A, is possibly not genuine. In 1433 

sdyer the mints Biana, Raisen, and Narnol have to be added. Others— Pa S es 
Ujjain, Panduah, Iianthambhor, Fathabad, and Malot—disappear. There 326-365 
ar e, as in the preceding reign, several types of mintless coins, among 
which is one (No. 1316) on which occurs the expression jahanpanah (see 
an [ e P- 385 )- On another (No. 1318 et seq.)—the commonest of the 
series occur the mysterious figures irw of which no explanation has 
yet been afforded. They may represent some title in abjacl , or even 
perhaps the name of a mint. 

Fractions of the rupee are still extremely scarce. Three half-rupees 
only can be recorded. One is mentioned by Thomas (Chron., No. 360 a) 
nut iu such a way as to preclude its insertion in this catalogue. Nor is 
the present whereabouts of the coin traceable. The other two are 
Nos. 1291 A and 1294 e. 

In copper the additional mints are Badaun (?), Kaisen, Shahgarh, and 
Shergarh Qanauj. 

Hie issues from the Shahgarh mint are particularly numerous and 
delude one of the most remarkable of the Sun copper coins in No. 1341 
which weighs as much as 461 grains. This is the only coin known of 
ms weight and was presumably intended to represent 1£ paisa. No. 1347 
0 grains, i.e. one fifth of a paisa, is also a very rare, if not unique 
1 See Mr. Neville paper on tho Mints of the Dehli Sultans in N. S. xxxv. 
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coin. It has been suggested that Shahgarh may be Shergarh 
renamed to reduce the multiplicity of Shergarhs. Its issues commence 
in a.h 959 while those of Shergarh Qanauj cease in A.H. 957. Also we 
know that Shahgarh was an alias of Qanauj in the reign of Akbar. 

Some coins (No. 1365 et seq.), issued from a mint reading ? 
which has not been identified with certainty. The suggestions mentioned 
by Mr. Nevill (N. S. xxxv : p. 118)—Ludhiana and Bud Handia—are 
not very convincing. There is a Budhana of some antiquity in the 
Muzaffarnagar district of the United Provinces but the type of the coin 
suggests Bengal and the mint may perhaps be Sasaram, the cradle of the 
Surl kings, or even the ancient Lakhnauti. 

Some of the mints are known from very few coins — e.g. Awadh, 
Badaun, Chunar, Raisen, and Sambhal. It seems likely, however, that 
Chunar was responsible for the mintless coins of type L. The great 
variety of the coins of Shergarh Qanauj is noticeable. There are no 
less than eighteen types of coins without any mint name but they call 
for no special remark. 

Of the subdivisions of the 'paisa only the half and eighth are at all 
common. This collection, provides a fifth (No. 1347) and a tenth 
(No. 1433). No quarters are recorded. 



MUHAMMAD C ADIL 

With the accession of Muhammad ‘Adil commenced a rapid decline 
of the Surl fortunes and this is to some extent reflected in the coins. 
The number of mint-names found on the silver coins falls to nine, one 
being new to this reign—Jhusi in the Allahabad district—and the five 
copper mints recorded indicate still more clearly the narrowed boundaries 
of the Sultan’s dominions. 

No undoubtedly genuine gold coins are known for No. 1434 is almost 
certainly a rather blundered copy in gold of No. 1434 D, a unique rupee 
of the Jhusi mint. The mint of Shergadh Bakkar, which could not 
have been long under Muhammad 'Adil’s control, is also known from 
a single coin (No. 1434 f). The acquisition by the British Museum in 
1920 of the unique half-rupee of Agrah (No. 1434 c) filled a noticeable 
gap. There are now half-rupees known of all the Surl Sultans except 
Sikandar. 

Of ‘Adil’s copper coins those of the Shahgarh mint are by far the 
most numerous, and their resemblance to the Jaunpur coins—Jaunpur, 
Chunar, and Shahgarh use the same mint-mark—indicates a not very 
distant mint. It has been suggested elsewhere, that Shahgarh is Qanauj. 
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/;numerous issues would indicate that Qanauj became 'Adil’s MU! 
Harters after he had lost Dehll and Agrah. MAD 

Eight types of coins without any mint-names are recorded. It will ‘ADIL 
be noticed that Muhammad 'Adil adopted two ‘kunyats’—Abu-l-Muzaffar 
and Abu-1-Mujahid. 

The Lahor cabinet contains two eighths of a •paisa (1480 c). Apart ■' 
from these no smaller piece than a half-paisa- is known. 


IBRAHIM III. SIKANDAR III 


IBBA- 
HlM III 


SXKAN- 
BAB III 


The coins of Ibrahim and Sikandar Sur, who assumed sovereignty 
in the parts of the Dehll kingdom which they wrested from Muhammad 
'Adil, are naturally very scarce. The rupee and half-rupee of the 
former, now in the British Museum from the cabinets of Mr. G. Bleazby Catalogue 
and General Cunningham, are still unique and probably not more than Nos - 
half a dozen rupees of Sikandar are known. These were struck in 
Lahor while Ibrahim’s rupee appears to have issued from Benares, p a g e s 
though that does not seem a very likely locality for a mint of Ibrahim. 378-381 

Two remarkable coins of Sikandar come from the Berlin Cabinet— 

Nos. 1482 A and 1483 c. The former is a replica of a tankah of Sikandar 
Lodi except for the date and the substitution of for sfi. 

Dr. Walther Hellige of the Kaiser Friedrich Museum writes of it: ‘The 
piece might almost be of copper only. A faint glint of silver could, with 
the help of a glass, be traced on the two sides, but not on the edge.’ It 
seems therefore unlikely that the coin is of billon. We may surmise 
that it was of copper with a thin plating of silver and that it may have 
heen intended to have the same value as a Sikandar! tankah , i.e, 
a twentieth of a rupee or two Sur! paisa. 

A single \\a\i-paisa of Ibrahim III is known and 1482 D is one of 
Sikandar Sur. Two others were, it is understood, in a private cabinet, 
hut have been lost. Diminutive pieces are recorded of Sikandar but 
none of Ibrahim. 
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APPENDIX A 

*SOME OBSERVATIONS ON THE METROLOGY OF THE 
EARLY SULTANS OF DELHI 

On pages 73 and 74 of his Coins of India, Mr. C. J. Brown has incorporated 
certain conclusions which have been arrived at by Mr. Nevill and myself in 
regard to the metrology of the early Sultans of Dehli. As these conclusions 
are radically different from those laid down by Thomas in his 4 Chronicles of 
the Pathan Kings of Dehli ’ and accepted without demur during the last fifty 
years, we wish to put before the Numismatic Society of India our reasons for 
challenging the pronouncements of that distinguished numismatist. 4 Some 
new evidence writes Mr. Thomas (p. 3), 4 has lately come to light in the 
Journals of western travellers in India during the first half of the eighth 
century of the Hijrah, which coincides in a singular manner with the data 
afforded by the weights and intrinsic contents of existing coins; so that we 
are now in a position to maintain with confidence that the scheme of coinage, 
adopted by Iltutmigb 1 from possibly conflicting native traditions, recognized 
the use of gold and silver pieces of equal weights. The intentional mint 
standard must have ranged very closely upon the 175 grains troy, which 
amount can be nearly told in the balance by the better specimens to be found 
111 modern cabinets ; a definite weight also, for which there was high authority 
J n the sataraktika or 44 one hundred rati” divisional term, which appears in 
early post-Vedic commentaries. . . . The silver tankah which, although it was 
anomalously composed of 100 Indian gunja seeds {Abrusprecatorius), was never 
divided in practice by any other number than 64. The favourite subdivisional 
c urrent piece, in more advanced times, seems to have been 1/8 or 8,64, which 
latter denomination it preserved in the hasht-kani or “eight kdnis”, the counter¬ 
part and correspondent of eight jitals, 64 of which also fell into the general 
total of a tankah. And here it would seem that more purely indigenous tradi- 
tion$ had to be reconciled to intermediate Aryan innovations. The new tankah 
bright rule and regulate its own subdivisions, but it does not seem to have 
k®en able to emancipate itself from the old silver purdna of 32 rails of Manu’s 
°ode, which maintained its own weight of 56 grains, in independent isolation, 
down to the time of Muhammad bin Tughluq. So intuitive in the native 
^ind w as the idea of reckoning hy fours, the “gunda” of the modern indigene, 
ttiat gold and silver were supposed to conform to some such law, being 
estimated theoretically, whatever the current rate may have been at any 
§iven moment, at 1:8. So also the silver piece was divided into eight (or 

* Read at the annual meeting of the Numismatic Society of India at Patna, January, 
'24, and published i n the Journal of the Asiatic Society of Bengal , vol. xx, 1924, as article 248, 

N. S. xxxviii. Reprinted by permission of the Society. 

1 This form is substituted throughout for Altamsh— vide, pp. (>9-70. 
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primarily 8x8) and the copper exchange against silver commenced wi\ _ 

/to the l/64th of a tankah. The quaternary scale, in short, was all-pervading ; 
there was no escaping the inevitable 4 s, 16 s, 32 s, and 64 s, which, having 
survived alike Aryan intrusion and Muhammadan conquest, still flourish 


undisturbed by the presence of British decimals/ 

On p. 220, Mr. Thomas further writes: 1 The retention by Iltutmish, so 
unreservedly, of local systems of reckoning in the minor sums up to the 
measure of the tankah , would seem necessarily to imply that the latter 
weight itself formed a definite unit, both theoretically, and practically, in the 
pre-existing monetary computations. This is a concession which could not 
previously have been claimed, as Iltutmish might have been supposed to have 
retained a leaning to Ghaznavl standards, and the new tankah might well have 
stood for a double dirliam. The turning-point, however, in this identification 
depends mainly upon the authentic weight of the true Indian unit, the rati , 
as recognized at the period in the exact locality of the metropolitan mint, and 


it is not impossible that the coins themselves may aid in fixing this still 
indeterminate quantity. The query then presents itself as to how many ratis 
of gold and silver this tanlcah was estimated to contain. The first answer 
within reasonable limits suggested by the progression of fours in the table 
just given (from the MasdUku-l-absar by Shaikh Mubarak) would be 96 ; but 
it is a very singular fact that the old tables of weights in Manu do introduce 
a decimal element after 32 ratis in the silver weight and after 320 ratis in 
the gold weighments, the latter having already felt something of the decimal 
action in the initial use of 5 ratis to a masha, and finally we have an absolute 
silver satamdna or 100 mana weight. A very important bit of collateral 
evidence is contributed by the subsequently devised adalis , whose weights 
are much more closely defined both in the beautiful silver coins of Muhammad 
bin Tughluq and in the better specimens of the brass tokens which were 
designed to replace these 50 -kani pieces in the general circulation. These coins, 
as a rule, touch very closely upon the exact 140 grains, and it is scarcely pos¬ 
sible to doubt that this weight represents the 80-raft gold suvarna equally with 
the copper kdrsha of Manu’s tables. ... If the former association is conceded, 
my estimate of the raft at 1-75 grains falls in with singular evenness; for the 
'adali, 80 x 1-75 = 140, for the silver tankah or sataraktika 100 x 1*75 = 175.’ 


Thomas in effect lays down the following principles:— 

(a) The gold and silver tankahs are of equal weight. 
ib) The tankah weighs 100 ratis. 

(c) The rati = 1*75 grains, giving a tankah of 175 grains. 

(d) The tankah is divided into 64 parts, each part being known as 

a kdni or jital. 

(e) The ratio of gold to silver is 1 : 8. 

(/) The ratio of silver to copper is 1 : 64. 


With (a) there can be no disagreement—the coins themselves supply 
conclusive evidence on this point. 
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nas’s reasons for adopting this standard appear to be that the 
$ks a local unit found in existence by lltutmish and adopted by him, 
that a ‘hundred rati ’ divisional term ‘appears in early post-Vedic commen¬ 
taries’ and that ‘the old tables of weights in Manu do introduce a decimal 
element after 32 ratls in silver weights, and after 820 ratis in the gold weigh- 
ments, the latter having already felt something of the decimal action in the 
initial use of 5 ratls to 1 masha, and finally we have an absolute silver satamana 
or 100 mdna weight’. 

We may admit that the tankah was based on an existing local standard, 
but the application of post-Vedic and Manu weights to the metrology of the 
thirteenth century Muhammadan conquerors appears to us singularly fanciful 
and unconvincing. Nor is it consistent with the evidence of the coins them¬ 
selves. In this connexion, however, it has to be remembered that Thomas had 
not the advantage of dealing with such an extensive series of coins as now 
exists. At the time he wrote the Chronicles there were no fractional silver 
pieces of the early Sultans known to him. It is these pieces which assist 
us materially in disposing of the 100 -rati tarikah. A paper published in 
Numismatic Supplement , No. XXVII (1916) gives a summary of the early small 
silver pieces then known and few have been discovered since. They fall very 
clearly into four categories:— 


<SL 


1. Half -tankah about 83 grains. 

2. One-third of a tankali about 56 grains. 

3. One-sixth of a tankali about 28 grains. 

4. One-twelfth of a tankah about 14 grains. 


A small gold piece of 55*7 grains in the British Museum (Num. Chron. t 
1921, Pts. Ill and IV, p. 346) goes to show a similar division in the gold 
coinage. These indicate the introduction of division by 3 s as well as by the 
traditional 4 s, and opfen the way to the acceptance of a 96-raft tankah , which 
Thomas himself admits is the standard which would first suggest itself to 
°ne inquiring into the number of ratls composing a tankah. With a 96-raft 
tankah the four classes of small coins would be pieces of 48, 32, 16, and 
8 ratls. They would not fit into a 100-raft scale. Further they provide a 
place for the 32 -rati ‘purana’ which Thomas’s theory admittedly isolates as 
•a concurrent piece of money, detached from the ordinary currency. 

That this scale, 96 ratls = 1 tola f was no stranger to Indian currency we 
know from the memoirs of Babur, who found it in existence when he arrived 
in India. It is permissible to hold, when the view is corroborated by the 
coins themselves, and there is no evidence to the contrary, that the same 
scale was in force two and three centuries earlier, whether the official weight 
°f the rati had undergone any change or not in the interval. We know from 
Ferisfita, whose evidence on this point there seems no good reason for doubting, 
that in the days of e Al&’u-d-din Muhammad at any rate (i.e. early in the 
fourteenth century) the tanlcah weighed a tola . We may, therefore, assume 
with confidence that the imperial metropolitan tankah weighed 96 rails . We 
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/say 1 metropolitan ‘ advisedly, for tho weight of a tola in rails differs la 
different contiguous districts at the present time and may well have done so 
in the earlier days. 

(c) The translation of the weight standard of Indian coinage from rails to 
grains troy is of secondary importance and is mainly useful as a check. The 
Indian unit was a rail (the red or white seed of the plant Abrus precatorius). 
The weights of the rati are not constant and may vary from 1J grains to 
2 grains. For the Dehll coinage the rail weight adopted was probably the 
one current in the locality. To decide what this weight was in grains it will 
be sufficient if we can select the most convenient weight within certain limits 
imposed by the coins themselves. There can be little doubt that the weight 
adopted by Thomas for his tanlcali —175 grains—was too high. Recent ex¬ 
periments conducted with 68 gold tankahs in fine condition, covering the 
period a.h. 664 to 799, give an average of 168*24 grains, the highest individual 
weights being 170*02 grains in the case of a coin of Flruz Shah Zafar and 
170*01* grains yielded by a particularly brilliant coin of FlrQz Shah. The 
same weight is reached by a solitary silver tankah of the latter Sultan, which 
barely outweighs a tankah of 'Ala’u-d-dln Muhammad ; but the average of the 
same number of silver coins, to all outward appearances in equally good 
condition and covering the same period, is only 166*63 grains. There is also 
a solitary gold coin of Muhammad bin Sam in Mr. NeviH’s cabinet—the 
earliest known gold piece of the revised Muhammadan standard — which weighs 
172*18 grains. It may be conceded that all Indian coins, owing to the absence 
of any milled edge and the somewhat crude methods of striking, lend them¬ 
selves to sweating. It is always necessary, therefore, to allow for a small 
loss of w r eight even in coins of apparently brilliant condition. The maximum 
weights given above indicate that the tanltah of 96 ratis weighed something 
between 171 and 173 grains. Within those limits it is permissible to adopt 
an arbitrary rati weight in grains provided that it fits in with the ascertained 
weights of the coins themselves. We have come to the conclusion that the 
weight that should be adopted is 1 rati= 1*8 grains, at any rate, up to the 
invasion of Timor. The official weight of the present rati is 1*875 grains. 
We know that in Calcutta in 1848 the official weight of the rati was 1*796 
grains. According to Prof. Ilodivala the Mughal tola "weighed between 185 
and 186 grains, giving a rail of 1*9375 grains. There is good reason to 
suppose that the imperial tola was raised in weight after a.h. 800, and again 
by Slier Shah. 1 The weight we have chosen would give a tankah-tola of 
172*8 grains, an 80 -rati piece of 144 grains, and a 32 -rail piece of 57*6 grains. 
This scale accords with known coin weights better than that adopted by 
Thomas. For example, a rati of 1*75 grains means an 80 -rati piece of 140 
grains, arid a 32 -rati piece of 56 grains, and in support of his standard Thomas 
points to the 140-grain piece (adali) of Muhammad bin Tughluq, and the 56- 
grain purdnas. Unfortunately for this view, however, we know from the coins 
themselves that the 'adalis frequently weigh more than 140 grains (vide 
1 See pp. 240-241 and 88o. 
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xxxv, article 220) and similarly the purand is often met with 
f over 56 grains. We know of no instances where weights of 144 
grains and 57-6 grains are exceeded by these coins. 1 

(d) The assumption by Thomas that there was a coin denominated kdnl 
illustrates his tendency to look for some archaic derivative for his metrological 
standards rather than accept the explanation which lies nearest to hand. 

He concluded that the tankah was divided into 64 jlfals or kanls and 
adduced in support of his conclusion the fact that in Telugu and Canarese 
the word kdnl means l/64th. Professor Hodivala 2 has, however, pointed out 
that kdnl is nothing more than a termination misread for ganl. Thus yaganl 
means ‘ a single piece \ duganl , * a double piece hasht-gani , ‘ a piece of eight 
and so on. ‘ Yaganl % ‘ dQganl ’ are ordinary Persian expressions and Persian 
names were chosen for the subdivisions of the tankah , e.g. hasht , shash , &c. The 
questions then are—What was the unit for which yaganl stood and eight of 
which were represented by the hasht-gani ? And how many of these units 
went to make up the silver tankah ? The first point is settled by Shaikh 
Mubarak in his Masdliku-l-abs&r , extracts from the French translation of 
which are quoted by Thomas on p. 238 (n) of the Chronicles and later by 
Shams-i-Siraj (Thos., p. 278). 

The former writes:— 


* Hne piece qui est la moiti6 du dirhem Sultilnl, se nomme yaganl (piece 
d un) et vaut un djitaV 1 Le dirham Sultanl vaut le tiers d’un dirhem 
ash ganl . . . qui equivaut aux trois quarts du dirhem hashtganl.’ 4 Le 
tankah d argent comprend huit dirhems hashtganis.’ 

It is on this last passage that Thomas relies to support his conclusion 
that the silver tankah was divided into 64 jitals or kanls, a division which 
had the attraction of the ‘ inevitable 4 s ’ from which he thought there was no 
Scaping in Indian metrology. And at first glance it certainly does suggest 
a tankah of 64 jitals. Some colour is also given to the same view by the list 
ol coins current in the time of FlrQz Shah given by Shams-i-Siraj in his 
Tarikh-i-Flroz Shahl \ Next in the scale to the 1 tankah-bnuqra' he mentions 
* sihka-i-chihal-o-hashtgdni 9 which if the tankah were 64 jitals would be a 
fths^ -tanka. 


It is our considered view on the other hand that the evidence when 
e xamined does not warrant the assumption of a tankah of 64 jitals. 

In the first place the passage in the Masdliku-l-ahmr 1 le tankah d’argent 
comprend huit dirhems ha 2 htg&nTs , is definitely contradicted by another 
passage in the same work which runs *800 toumans dont chacun vaut 
19,000 dinars (dinar was the term applied to silver as well as gold tankahs — 
here silver is meant), et le dinar 6 dirhems ; en sorte que cette somme se 
bmntait a 8 millions de dinars courants ou 48 millions de dirhons \ This is 
very precise and the equation is doubly repeated. We are, therefore, justified 

1 One or two-82 rad pieces weighing slightly over 57-6 grs. have since come to light, but 
l «y are so scarce as'to be negligible exceptions to the rule. 

2 See Num. Supp. xlii. Art. 290. 
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thinking it possible that either the 1 huit * in the former pass 
mistake for * six ’, or that the word liashtganl should have been shashganl. 
There is in Persian writing considerable similarity between liaskt and shash 
and the suggested emendation of shashganl for hashtgani is not far fetched, 
having regard to the very definite equation given elsewhere in Shaikh 
Mubarak’s work. It would seem, too, that the shashganl was a popular coin 
in Muhammad bin Tughluq’s reign as well as in that of his successor; for 
Shaikh Mubarak goes on to say * Ainsi les monnaies d’argent (note the metal) 
en usage dans l’lnde, sont au nombre de six ; savoir le shanzdaganl, le doaz- 
dehganl, le haahtgam, le shashganl, le sultani et le yagani... . Ces trois especes 
de dirhems (presumably he refers to the last three mentioned by him) ont 
cours dans le commerce et sont revues universellement.’ 

The passage in the Tdrikh-i-Flruz Shahi is a little more difficult to explain. 
The 48-ganl piece appears to be described as a coin distinct from the tankali- 
i-nuqra. There is, however, the significant addition to the word 48 -gani of 
siJcka. Now and in Persian manuscripts, where dots are generally 
omitted, are very similar and are very likely to be mistaken one for the 
other. Thomas himself has misread sikka as tankali on the coin No. 801 of his 
Chronicles. It is, therefore, not impossible that the word used by Shams-i- 
Siraj was ‘ tankah-iA8-ganl\ In the alternative, as in Persian, the word ^ may 
mean * or ’ as well as * and the passage may perhaps be interpreted 1 the 
tankali of silver, i.e. a coin of 48 -gdnl*. 1 It is to be noted also that while the 
term ‘sikka’ (commonly applied to the silver tankali) is used for the 48 -gani 
piece, the term applied to all the other lesser denominations is ‘ muhr ’ 
[query, an expression to denote billon coins of token value ?]. Moreover, on 
the assumption of a 64 -gani tankali a piece of 48 -gani would be almost mean¬ 
ingless. It is natural enough to suppose that the first division of the tankali 
would be into halves, and it is significant that while we have the 25 -gdnl 
(Southern), and 24 -gani (Northern), there is no mention at all of a 82 gani piece. 

Ferishta has told us, in writing of ‘Ala’u-d-dln Muhammad’s reign, that 
the tankali comprised 50 jltals. We get a remarkable corroboration of 
this in Muhammad bin Tughluq’s token coin (No. 196 of the Chronicles) 
which is described as a tankah-i-panjahgani, i.e. 50 -jltals* These coins all hail 
from the mint of Daulatabad in the Deccan. 3 Similarly, the nisfe —the half” 
piece (No. 204 of the Chronicles ), which would correspond to Shams-i-Siraj’s 
25 -gani piece, was also struck at Daulatabad. Was then the tankali differently 
subdivided in Daulatabad and Dehll? We think that the evidence is clear 
that it was. Leaving aside the 48 -gani piece, Shams-i-Siraj gives the fol¬ 
lowing coins as current in FlrOz Shah’s time—25 -gams> 24rganls , 12 -gariis, 


1 Modified, see p. 219. 

2 Thomas thinks these 50-glint pieces are meant, as shown by their weight, to represent 
tl:e 'adtl. But in t lie first place the word used on the coin is definitely tankah and secondly 
a 50-gdnt piece, on Thomas’s own standards of weight, could not have weighed more than 
136 odd grains j 64 : 175 : : 50 : 136 7. 

3 I>har must now be added (see No. 590 A), but Dhar is near enough to Daulatabad not 
to affect the argument. 
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i'jams, 6-gams, and one jital. They will not all work into one 
50 jltals to the tankah. We cannot contemplate a currency with 
subdivisions of 24/50ths, 12/50ths, 8/50ths or 6/50ths. The 2b-gdni and 
10-ganl on the other hand clearly fit in with the 50 -jital scale, whereas they 
are highly inconvenient subdivisions of either a 64- or a 48 -jital tankali. 
Similarly the 1 6-gdni ’ piece will not go well with a 64 -jital tankali. We are 


therefore driven to the conclusion that there were two different scales in 
force in Dehll and the Deccan, the former of 48 and the latter of 50 jitals 
to the tankah. We have shown that Shaikh Mubarak’s evidence is to the 
effect that under the Dehll scale the tankah consisted of six dirhams. These 
dirhams could hardly be anything but hashtgdnis. This would lead us to 
a tankah also of 4:8-jitals. Firishta was a Deccani. He would therefore be 
likely to be more conversant with and more likely to record the scale in 
force in Daulatabfid than the Dehll scale. 1 

To sum up, we are of opinion that in the reign of Muhammad bin 
Tughluq (possibly in that of 'Ala’u-d-dln Muhammad, though this has yet to 
be proved from the coins) the jital was in Dehll l/48th of a tankah, i.e. 
%-ratis , while in the Deccan 50 jltals went to the tankah. 

We cannot, however, assume that on this account the jital was of the 
same value in the time of the earlier SuRrins. On the contrary, such evidence 
as there is indicates that it was not. There is nothing extraordinary in the 


fact that Muhammad bin Tughluq, when he—if it was he—remodelled the 
coinage, should adopt the term jital to express a lower value than it had 
hitherto borne. In Akbar’s time the jital had fallen still further to l/25th 
°f a dam, i.e. 1/1,OOOtli of a rupee. The ta?ikah itself became a copper de¬ 
nomination. Such changes are not unusual. The English £. s. d ., descendants 
°f the copper libra , the gold solidus, and the silver denarius, are a familiar 


example. 


The testimony in Indian histories that the jital was a current coin in the 
seventh century a.h. and not merely a money of account i9 abundant, and we 
do not propose to elaborate this point. The nature of the frequent references 
to jitals in the extracts from the Indian historians published by Elliot and 
Dowson make this conclusion inevitable. The question for discussion is— 
what was the value of the jital in the seventh century a.h? Thomas came 
to the conclusion (p. 47 of the Chivnicles ) that the jital was ‘ merely a con¬ 
tinuation of the old Hindu Deliliwdls, without, however, accepting any 
necessary identity between the palpable coins and the money of account \ 
The reason for this reservation is not obvious. 

We agree with the view that jital and Dehliicdl were merely two names 
for the same coin, 2 the former being the later. As Thomas points out, the 
author of the TdjUrl-Ma'dstr, who lived in the first half of the seventh century 
A -H. 1 refers his money value nearly exclusively to Dilliwdls while Minhaju-s- 
Sirnj who had more extensive and later experiences reckons his totals in 
jltals and tankahs ofc silver.* 3 The origin of the term jital is obscure. Some 

1 See p. 220. 2 Modified, see p. 72. 3 Chronicles , p. 47. 
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ight may perhaps be thrown on it by a small anonymous copper coifc 
has recently come to light. It came from the Kurram valley and bears the 
legends ‘jltal yaganl 9 and ‘ mrb Akarman 9 in what appear to be early seventh 
century a.h. characters. There is also some reason on palaeographical 
grounds for doubting the assignation of the i jltal yaganl 9 , figured as No. 207 
in the Chronicles , to the time of Muhammad bin Tughluq. 1 In type as well 
as script this coin appears t*> belong to an earlier period. The possibility is 
indicated that the jltal was the unit of the copper currency in the frontier 
regions and that the name was introduced by the Muhammadans and applied 
by them to the unitary coins they found current in Hindustan, viz. the 
DeMiwals. When Iltutmiah laid the foundations of a fresh coinage with a 
tankah of 96 rails , the Dehllwals had become too firmly established as current 
coin to be ignored and had to be incorporated into the new currency, their 
weight of 32 ratis readily falling into the revised scheme. What subdivision 
of the tankah they formed cannot be laid down with any confidence; but 
judging i Vom the results of an assay made by Thomas (\Chronicles , p. 127) of 
12 billon coins of Nfisiru-d-dln Mahmud of the 32 -rati class, which gave an 
average yield of silver per coin of nearly 12J grains, we hazard the opinion 
that the Dehliwal or jltal represented one twelfth of the tankah , or in other 
words was the equivalent of a masha. Thus they would correspond to the 
tiny silver pieces of 14-4 grains which have been already noticed. 2 Thomas’s 
view seems to be that these coins of mixed silver and copper were not definite 
subdivisions of the tankah , but relied for their value in everyday use on the 
determination in each case by buyers and sellers of the amount of silver in 
the coin ( Chronicles , p. 229). From this view we wish to record our complete 
dissent. Not only is it both inconceivable to European ideas as Thomas 
admits, and without parallel in the East, but we refuse to believe that the 
Indian public would tolerate a state of affairs which would be a source of 
perpetual confusion and place the ordinary person entirely at the mercy of 
the money-changer. In article 215 of the Numismatic. Supplement to the 
*/. A. S. B. it has been explained that homogeneity in billon pieces is practi¬ 
cally unattainable. It need therefore be no occasion for surprise that some 
of the billon coins were more coppery than others of the same weight and 
type and vice versa. But that such coins were intended to and did pass at 
one and the same value appears to us incontestable. The statement made 
by Thomas appears to have been based on the great difference in appearance 
at the present day between coins of the same weight bearing identical legends, 
but these same coins, when newly issued, may well have had an appearance 
to all intents and purposes similar in colour, and the actual admixture of 
silver in any one specimen could not have been determined save by assay. 
The tables given on pp. 359 and 368 of the Chronicles illustrate the decep¬ 
tiveness of outward appearance ; for at first sight any coins of Bahlttl would 
seem to have a larger silver content than the later issues of Sikandar Lodi, 
whereas the assay shows a contrary result. 3 

1 See p. 170. 2 Modified, see p. 79. 8 See p # 257. 
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^nas’s views on this point are given on pp. 231 to 238 of the 
^ They are briefly that in the seventh century a.h. the normal 
: ^change between silver and gold tanTcahs was eight to one, but that 
owing to the influx of gold as a result of the conquests in the Deccan, the 
value of that metal depreciated and when Muhammad bin Tughluq came to 
the throne he revised the coinage to meet this depreciation ; adopting a 7 :1 
rate of silver to gold and introducing a new heavier gold coin, the dinar of 
200 grains, and a new lighter silver coin in the 'adli of 140 grains. In this 
manner eight of the old silver tanJcahs would still be required to buy the new 
gold dinar while the latter would exchange for ten of the 'adlis. He would 
explain Ibn Batntah’s definite statement that the rate in the latter part of 
Muhammad’s reign was 10 : 1 by suggesting that he was referring to the 'adli. 

1 he arguments by which he seeks to establish this position are far from 
easy to follow, and are indeed vitiated at the outset by being based on premisses 
which are demonstrably incorrect. In the first place, as we have shown, the 
°dli cannot have been a piece of only 140 grains. Further the weight of 
the old tankah can hardly have been as high as 175 grains. Nor is it possible 
to assume that the new dinar weighed just 200 grains, for the simple reason 
that many heavier specimens are known. If it be conceded that the tanJcah 
consisted of 96 and not of 100 ratis 1 it is probable that the new gold coin 
"ould be devised to comprise an even number of ratis. Judging by the 
weight of the coins, this number was 112, i.e. 96 + 16 which with a rati of 
L8 grains would require a coin of 201-6 grains: a figure which admirably 
corresponds to ascertained facts. 

there is no historical information, so far as we know, as to the rate of 
exchange in the time of the earlier Sultans. Ibn Bafcatah has, however, 
stated categorically that in the latter part of Muhammad’s reign (he came to 
India in a.h. 734) the ruling rate was 10:1. There is no sufficient reason 
for linking that he had the ' adli in his mind when he made this statement. 
I he ' adli seems to have been a short-lived coin. Specimens are very scarce 
a nd are known only of a.h. 725, 726, and 727, whereas we have silver tankahs 
°* all but one of the years from a.h. 725 to 734, after which they seem to 
have been replaced by a billon currency. It has also to be borne in mind 
that ‘Ala’u-d-dln Muhammad struck very large numbers of silver tankahs 
(they are indeed still by far the commonest of the silver coins of the Sult.2lns), 
a nd so added to the large stocks left by Nasiru-d-din MahmOd and Balban, 
all of which must have been still doing service in Muhammad bin Tughluq’s 
rei gn. Apparently it was never the practice of the Sultans to recall the 
coins of their predecessors, and the large stocks of existing tankahs may well 
he one reason for the restricted issues of silver coins by the Tughluqs, a fact 
supported by their rarity. We may therefore safely assume that it was 10 
the silver tankahs , not ‘adlis, which went to a gold tankah. Is there then 
aii y ground for thinking that a different rate was prevalent during the early 

1 additional reason against Thomas’s adopted weight of 175 grains is that, at 96 
rC(!ls to the tankah , it would give an unmanageable rati of 1-822916 grains. 
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/part of the reign? The reasons suggested are two :—(1) that the sfco| 
the Deccan must have caused a fall in the value of gold, (2) that this fall is 
reflected in the issue of the dinar and * adll, That there was a preponderating 
increase in the stocks of gold as compared with silver in consequence of the 
Deccan conquests we take leave to doubt, when we consider the enormous 
issues of silver tankahs by 'Ala’u-din Muhammad, whose spoil from the South 
probably exceeded anything acquired by Muhammad bin Tughluq. But if 
there was, that increase, as Thomas himself points out, must have commenced 
thirty years before and we should have expected a revision of the standard 
long before Muhammad bin Tughluq. A great deal of the Deccan gold went 
into the imperial coffers and seems to have been absorbed by lavish use in 
the palace itself, if we may judge by contemporaneous accounts. The Sultans 
were absolute monarchs and absolutism plays a large part in preserving the 
steadiness of the ratio of gold to silver (vide Macdonald’s Evolution of Coinage, 
1916, p. 89). That it did remain steady during the whole of the seventh 
century is evident from the uniformity throughout that period of the gold 
and silver tankahs, and we can find no substantial reason for thinking that 
the rate was any other than 10 to 1, as stated by Ibn BatQtah. Colonel 
Yule has accepted this as the normal rate during the seventh century. Ho 
has indeed suggested that the rate fell to 7 :1 in Muhammad bin Tughluq s 
time, and he supports his view by suggesting that the new dinar and 'adll 
were introduced in order to preserve the familiar ratio of ten silver pieces 
to one gold. This suggestion, however, relies for its plausibility on Thomas’s 
weights of the iankah, dinar, and 'adll which we have demonstrated to be 
incorrect. Ten of the 'adlis of 80 rails would not exchange for a gold dinar 
of 112 rails at the ratio of 7:1. An important fact that seems to have been 
ignored by both Thomas and Yule is that the gold and silver tankahs were 
being issued concurrently with the new pieces, apart from the absence of any 
attempt to call in the vast mass of silver coinage not forty years old and still 
in common use. It is hardly conceivable that this should have been done if 
the ratio had been revised. It is suggested that the natural explanation of 
the new pieces is that they were merely additions to the series of current 
coins. Why then go out of the way to look for any other? Muhammad 
evidently took a special interest in hi9 coinage, as the varied character of his 
coins shows, and there is nothing surprising in his adding two new pieces of 
different values from those already in existence. They also fit readily into 
the currency, for, at the rate of 10:1, 12 'adlis of 80 rails would be equivalent 
to 10 silver tankahs ox one gold iankah of 96 rails and fourteen to one dinar of 
112 ratis . It is true that the heavy gold dinar bears no exact relation to 
the old silver tankah of 96 ratis, but this was probably a reason for the early 
disappearance of the new gold pieces. 

(/) The extracts quoted at the beginning of this paper scarcely do more 
than imply that the ratio of copper to silver favoured by Thomas was 64 : 1 > 
but that this was his view is clear from other passages in the Chronicles , e.g* 
p. 367. Ilis main argument for this standard appears to be that the tarilidh 
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er divided in practice by any other number than 64 \ This is in 
Insufficient and has been shown to be fallacious. In the days of the 
Sons we get a definite ratio of 72 : 1, but it seems probable that in the earlier 
Muhammadan times copper, which was extensively found in India and formed 
a larger proportion of the coinage than silver, was less rather than more 
valuable as compared with silver. We do not think that the copper coins of 
the early Sultans were at any time mere tokens like the English penny. 
The evidence of the coins indicates that the standard adopted by the 
Muhammadans was tri-metallic, i.e. that the gold, silver, and copper coins 
bore a true relation to each other in terms of their accepted metal value. 
We have found that the gold rati was deemed equivalent to 10 silver rails, 
and it remains to ascertain how many ratis of copper were taken as equivalent 
to one rati of silver. Here we must seek for help from the coins themselves. 
If we take the copper coin of the highest weight we find that the type 
remains constant from Iltutmish to Muhammad bin Tughluq. Presumably 
then the coin is a good guide to the copper standard. The weight of these 
coins runs from 65 to 71 grains, and if allowance is made for wear and tear, 
an original weight of 72 grains would be quite conceivable. This, at the rate 
we have given reasons for adopting, would be equal to 40 rails . Assuming, 
however, that copper was less valuable than in the Sail times, when pos¬ 
sibly the currency became bi-metallic owing to the adoption of an arbitrary 
value for copper, the ratio 40: 1 would be too low. A ratio of 80 : 1 would 
be more likely. At this rate the rati of silver would be worth 144 grains of 
copper, a weight which is met with , in the copper currency of the eighth 
century. An early jital of 8 ratis of silver 1 (12 to the tankah) would thus be 
equivalent to 1,152 grains of copper. The inconvenience of having coins of 
this weight would afford a good reason for the absence of any but the 
smallest fractions of the tankah in pure copper, and consequently for intro¬ 
ducing a mixture of sil ver whereby the size of the jital could be reduced to 
handier proportions. On the other hand a pure silver jital would be almost 
equally inconvenient—except as largesse money. Later when the jital became 
l/48th of a tankah it would only be equivalent to 4 of these 72 grain coins. 
This fits in with the statement of Shaikh Mubarak that a jital was worth 
4 fulus and it seems probable that it was the 72 grain copper coin to which 
the historian refers as the standard fats . 2 

Incidentally it is to be noted for what it may be worth, that the Kdrsha - 
pana which was the copper unit of ancient India, was itself 80 ratis in weight. 
Thus a standard of 80 ratis of copper to one of silver may be said to 
have the sanction of ancient tradition, to which Thomas attached so much 
value. 


1 Modified, see p. 74. The jital was a forty-eighth part of a tankah (i. e. 2ratf$ = 288 grs. 
°f copper) from the commencement. 

2 The 20-rati piece of Muhammad bin Tughluq which bears the designation sikka 
d'tguru should on this calculation have weighed 820 rads in copper; a fact which is of 
uiterest as illustrating th extent to which fiction was carried in the matter of the forced 
c Urrency. 

D d 






|02 APPENDIX A 

5 i 

y Our views then may be briefly summed up as follows :— 

(a) The gold and silver tanJcahs were of equal weight. 

(fc) The tanlcali weighed 96 ratis. 

(c) The rafts weighed 1-8 grains, giving a tankdh of 172*8 grains. 

[d) In the seventh century a.h. (thirteenth century a.d.) the silver 

tanJcah consisted of 12 jitals 1 otherwise known as deliliivals —these 
jitals being ordinarily of billon, though a few silver jitals were 
also issued. 

When the coinage was remodelled by Muhammad bin Tughluq 
the Dehll tanJcah was subdivided into 48 jitals while the Deccan 
scale was 50 jitals to the tanUali. 

[e) The standard of silver to gold remained constant at 10 :1. 

(f ) The ratio of copper to silver in the currency of the early Sultans 

was 80:1. 

Apart from the decimal system of the Deccan, which may be regarded 
merely as a provincial accident, the subdivisions of the tanlcali followed both 
a trinary and a quaternary notation. This was natural enough with a 4 S-jital 
standard, and the 24-, 16-, 8-, 6-, 4-, and 2-gOM pieces are only to be expected. 
The identification of these fractions in the form of known billon coins can be 
made with some degree of probability, but certainty must depend on exten¬ 
sive and systematic assay. Even then due allowance must be made for the 
wide variations in composition which are inseparable from any alloy of silver 
and copper. This is of special importance in the matter of distinguishing 
between the hasltganl and the shashgam, each of which attained wide 
popularity in their day; the distinction being of particular interest to 
numismatists in view of the subsequent development of the currency and 
the total abandonment of a trinary notation, culminating in the subdivisions 
of the rupee obtaining at the present time. 



C)th January, 1924. 


1 Modified, see p. 73. 


H. Nelson Wright. 
H. It. Nevill. 
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ASSAYS BY DR. S. W. SMITH, C.B.E., CHIEF ASSAYER, THE 
ROYAL MINT 


Catalogue 

Number 

Sultan 

No. of 
pieces 

Weights 

(grains) 

Fine Silver 
assay 
per 1,000 

Fine Silver 
Contents 
(grains) 

10 

Muhammad 

10 

1 

56*8 

163 

9.25 


bin Sam 


2 

55-0 

157 

8-65 




3 

55-0 

Nil 

Nil 




4 

55-0 

107 

5*90 




5 

53-8 

86 

4-65 




6 

53-0 

164 

8-70 




7 

52-6 

Nil 

Nil 




8 

51*0 

Nil 

Nil 




9 

51-0 

169 

8-60 




10 

50-6 

167 

8-45 

17 


6 

1 

56*1 

130 

7-30 




2 

54-3 

128 

6-95 




3 

54-2 

128 

6-95 




4 

52-7 

135 

7-10 




5 

50-4 

131 

6-60 




6 

50-2 

150 

7-55 

54 

Iltutmish 

4 

1 

54-1 

57 

310 




2 

51-2 

88 

4-50 




3 

47*0 

64 

3-10 


"* 


4 

45-4 

108 

4-90 

81 

>> 

1 


51-9 

163 

8-45 

91 


2 

1 

54-7 

164 

8-95 




2 

51-4 

130 

6-70 

176 

Babram 

1 


53-6 

58 

3-10 

211 

Mas'Qd 

4 

1 

55-7 

40 

2-25 




2 

54.5 

46 

2*50 




3 

53-6 

41 

2-20 




4 

52-6 

44 

2-30 

228 

Mahmud I 

8 

1 

57-2 

42 

2*40 




2 

55-1 

66 

3-65 




3 

546 

42 

2*30 




4 

54*3 

76 

415 




5 

531 

42 

2*25 




6 

51-8 

81 

4-20 




7 

51*8 

72 

3-65 




8 

51-2 

60 

3-10 
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Note :—Coins of pure copper or with a disproportionate silver contents have 
been excluded from averages as being probable fabrications. 
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Catalogue 

Means of those which contained silver 

Coins not containing 
Silver 

Number 

No. of Coins 

Parts per 1,000 

Grains 

10 

7 

144-7 

7-74 

3 

17 

6 

133-3 

7-07 

— 

54 

4 

79-2 

3-90 

— 

81 

1 

163-0 

8-45 

— 

91 

2 

147-0 

7-82 

— 

176 

1 

58-0 

3-10 

— 

211 

4 

42-7 

2-31 

— 

228 

8 

60-1 

3-21 

— 

233 

1 

64-0 

3-35 

— 

244 

9 

94-0 

4-93 

1 

263 

3 

160-6 

8-26 

— 

287 

9 

46-2 

2-34 

— 

324 

9 

250-6 

13-27 

1 

342 

15 

81-3 

4 * 3 ® 14-25 

1 

342 

10 

79-9 

4 06} 

1 

376 

2 

342-5* 

29-53 

— 

379 

5 

327-4 

17-55 

3 

390 

5 

166-6 

8-72 

— 

403 

3 

161-7 

8-95 

1 

408 

1 

164-0 

8-85 

— 

413 

4 

173-7 

9-65 

— 

443 

7 

243-0 

13-47 

1 

456 

2 

234-5 

11-65 

— 

464 

3 

82-3 

4-35 

—- 

467 

2 

243-0 

13-40 

— 

509 

6 

321-0 

44-78 

1, and 1 @ 46 / eo 
= 5-65 grs 

522 

4 

238-5 

13-18 

— 

529 

6 

417-2 

22-71 

2 

536 

1 

358-0 

21-15 

— 

538 

9 

238-6 

13-11 

1 

552 

3 

209-3 

10-78 

2 

629-635 

3 

235-7 

32-20 

1 

660 

2 

199-0 

27-10 

— 

663-677 

6 

190-0 

25-85 

2, and 1 @ 101% 
= 14-40 gr 

694 

4 

118-7 

6-30 

— 

702 

1 

190-0 

10-75 

— 

706 

5 

116-6 

6-20 

— 

746 

3 

197-7 

27-00 

— 

751 

3 

200-7 

28-10 

— 

757 

1 

196-0 

10-50 

— 

813 

4 

198-7 

27-84 

— 

924 

5 

164-4 

23-74 

—, and 1 @ 60 °/ ( 
= 8-70 g: 

938 

3 

141-0 

7-68 

— 

967 

19 

50-9 

7-12 

6 


1 Plus 1*2 parts of gold in one and 2 parts in tho other. 
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Catalogue 

Number 

Sultan 

No. of 
pieces 

Weights 

(grains) 

Fine Silver 
assay 
per 1,000 

Fine Silver 
Contents 
(grains) 

388 

Mubarak 

2 

1 

56-00 

249 

13*94 




2 

56*55 

251 

14*19 



1 

Ave 

rage 

56*27 

250 

14*06 

394 


2 

1 

55*30 

168 

9*29 




2 

54*26 

168 

9-11 

399 

»> 

2 

1 

55*90 

165 

9*22 




2 

52*15 

170 

8*87 



Avei 

•age 

54*40 

167*7 

9*12 


S. W. Smith. 

9 th February , 1934 


B 1 (6) 


Catalogue 

Number 

Sultan 

No. of 
pieces 

Weights 

(grains) 

Fine Silver 
assay 
per 1,000 

Fine Silve: 
Contents 
(grains) 

552 

Muhammad bin 

4 

1 

55*61 

247 

13*73 


Tughluq 


2 

56*13 

246 

13*81 



3 

56*20 

248 

13*94 




4 

55*02 

246 

13*53 

561 

» 

1 

1 

56*20 

82 

4*61 

691 

Flruz III 

2 

1 

80*80 

139 

11*23 




2 

80*43 

141 

11*36 

702 


2 

1 

55*60 

205 

11*39 




2 

55*61 

187 

10*39 

709 


2 

1 

55-68 

172 

9*57 




2 

47*32 

195 

9*65 


S. \V. Smith. 

2 7th April, 1934 
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MUSEUM LABORATORY 



Showing percentages of Copper and Silver 


Catalogue 

Number 

Sultan 

No. of 
pieces 

per cent. Copper 

per cent. Silver 

208 

'Ala’u-d-dln 

3 

1 

91-22 

4-92 


Mas'ud 


2 

89-95 

3-97 




3 

91-77 

4-76 



Av< 

erage 

90-98 

4-55 

211 


3 

1 

92-02 

4-23 




2 

87-72 

7-10 




3 

94-52 

1-17 



Av< 

erage 

91-42 

4-17 

228 

Nasiru-d-din 

9 

1 

88-69 

6-30 


Mahmud I 


2 

88-65 

7-12 




3 

89-60 

6-83 




4 

90-67 

6-43 




5 

93-58 

2-66 




6 

90-18 

4-98 




7 

88-59 

6-14 




8 

90-42 

4-92 




9 

88-90 

6-25 



Av 

erage 

89-92 

5-74 

443-403 

Ghiyasu-d-dln 

5 

1 

73-28 

25-11 


Tughluq I 


2 

59-73 

21-60 1 




3 

72-19 

26-30 




4 

74-04 

25-51 




5 

72-93 

25-28 



Am 

r erage 

71-68 

23-67 

656 

Firuz III 

1 

1 

81-38 

17-84 


(early type) 





657 


1 

1 

77-89 

18-89 

660 


1 

1 

77-62 

20-14 



Av< 

erage 

78-96 

18-96 


1 There was much lead present in this coin. 
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Catalogue 

Number 

Sultan 

No. of 
pieces 

per cent. Copper 

per cent. Silver 

663 

Flruz III 

1 

1 

79-04 

18-64 


(later type) 





664 

99 

1 

1 

77-75 

20-46 

665 

>> 

1 

1 

76-72 

20-97 

667 

» 

1 

1 

77-45 

19-97 

668 


3 

1 

77-71 

18-95 




2 

77-93 

20-52 




3 

78-52 

20-32 

674 


1 

1 

77-61 

19-98 

676- 


4 

1 

77-73 

18-97 




2 

78-38 

19-62 




3 

81-39 

18-47 




4 

78-47 

19-14 

679 

a 

1 

1 

78-41 

19-55 

680 

„ ' 

1 

1 

79-12 

19-53 

681 

„ 

1 

1 

79-98 

16-90 

685 

>» 

1 

1 

81-34 

16-55 



Av 

erage 

78-60 

19-28 


Note: —It appears that the coins all contain traces of gold—average value 
about 0-2 per cent. Tin is almost invariably present in small quantity and in 
some lead was found together with traces of mercury. 


II. J. Plenderleith. 

17 th December , 1926. 
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table of ornaments found on the coins of the 
SULTANS OF DEHLl WITH THE CATALOGUE NUMBERS 
OF THE COINS ON WHICH THEY OCCUR. 

(n.) in the table below signifies note. 


1 Q 14, 37, 48, 73, 78, 9G, 103. 


2 17. 


3 


^ 19b, 134, 986, 1180, 1181, 1212-19, 1333-5, 1336b, 1371-83, 

U 1390. 


4 



20, 32, 32 a, 44, 85-7, 106-9, 122 c. 123, 123 b, 123 d, 137 a, 
139a, 163a, 984-5, 1030c, 1033, 1039, 1040, 1043 (??.), 1049, 
1059 A, 1060, 1060a, 1061, 1062, 1101, 1102, 1103, 1119, 
1119a, 1120, 1121, 1 122a, 1129, 1135 (n.), 1141, 1142, 1172, 
1175-6, 1198-9, 1201, 1202-11, 1219, 1235-7, 1245-50, 1282 b, 
1305-8, 1327-8, 1361, 1410-11, 1420, 1424, 1480 d-e. 


5 



58 a, 62 a, 62 d, 62 e, 63, 64, 65 b, 68-72, 73, 163 b, 173-4, 178, 
1134, 1390 { n .), 1412-13. 


6 




56, 59, 62 c, 81, 81 a, 155. 



L< 


62 b. 




82, 491, 492 b, 626, 1031, 1033, 1039, 1042 a, 1047, 1059, 
1067 a, 1069, 1078, 1090, 1091a. 1092-3-4, 1094A, 1095- 
1100, 1102, 1103C-D, 1107, 1119, 1156-8, 1159-60, 1175- 
6, 1190, 1198-1200, 1202-11, 1237, 1238 (n.), 1282 b, 
1294 a, 1303-4, 1304a-b-o s 1313, 1326-6 a, 1327-8, 
1348 a-9-9 a-9g. 1350-1, 1351 a-h, 1352, 1353 (ft.)* 1354, 
1400-1, 1434 d, 1469-70, 1472-5, 1480 d-e. 


misTfy 



11 



131, 1102 ( n.). 


12 “y* 175, 178 a, 1043 («.)» H05-6, 1107-11, 1122, 1194-5, 1244a. 


13 ^ 176-7, 1436-7. 


„ x 

15 


192-3, 207b, 635 (71.), 706 {n.) f 7 12, 1122, 1125-6, 1130, 
1139, 1142 a, 1144, 1145, 1171, 1178, 1191, 1254, 1286, 1299, 
1300-1, 1331-2, 1389, 1414, 1427, 1435, 1435 a. 

238, 1031, 1032, 1050, 1051, 1075, 1089 a, 1101, 1102, 1103, 
1121, 1132, 1238-43, 1294 a, 1295, 1297, 1387, 1402-5, 1440. 


16 



17 


491, 492 b, 492 b, 505 a, 624 b. 627, 635 (n.\ 636 a, 1030 d, 
1067, 1092-3-4, 1198-1201, 1251, 1300-1-2, 1361, 1361 a, 
1384-7. 

491 A, 491 C-D, 491 H, 505 A, 621, 625. 


18 


491 C, 491 e. 


19 


£5 


491 D. 


20 


21 


❖ 


491 G. 


492 b. 


22 


492 B. 


23 


624. 





TABLE OF ORNAMENTS 


G24 a, 1074 (w.), 1098-9-1100, 1318-26, 1438. 


625 A. 


626, 1255-6. 


628 a. 



635 (rc.). 


635 (n.) t 1091 A, 1482 (w.). 


690 a. 


991. 

1030 d, 1073, 1078, 1091 A, 1094 a, 1218, 1294. 

1074. 


37 


<2J 


1033-3 a, 1315 a. 

1035, 1036, 1103 a. 

1043-5. 
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<SL 


39 


40 


43 


44 


45 



1043. 

XD 

1046. 


1046. 

* 

1047. 


1047, 

Ft 


X 

1068. 

& 

1069. 


1068, 1091, 1135-8, 1140, 1221-4, 1282, 1293-4, 1298-9, 
1384 (n.), 1390 (ra.), 1417-19, 1421, 1434 a, 1479 {n.). 


46 • 1089. 

• • 


••• 1089 a, 1282b, 1440a. 


48 


49 


1090, 1091. 


1092-3-4. 


o{ 


1095-6-7. 


50 


TABLE OF ORNAMENTS 


417 


.1 


1102. 

52 

t 

1102 (n.). 

53 

X 

1103. 

54 


1104. 

55 


1124. 

56 


1067. 

57 

* 

1120. 

58 

— 

1121, 1123, 1129. 

59 


1124. 

60 

•* 

1296, 1387, 1442, 1444-6, 1447-8-9, 1450-8, 1480b. 

61 

• 1*. 

b\1/ • 

V/f\e 

'•I* 

1149. 

62 

* 

1172a, 1182. 

63 

13 

1282 b. 

64 

XL 

1287 a. 


<SL 


E e 
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66 


APPENDIX C 

1030 D, 1077-7 a-8, 1304 b-C. 

e 1063-4-5-6, 1309, 1371-81, 1480. 

©'© 


67 • € 1310. 

© © 


<SL 


68 


69 


70 


£> 


73 


74 


75 


76 


77 


1311. 


1312. 


1316. 


71 (SftH 1317. 


1329. 


72 <*A»> 

♦ 


★ 

* 

V 

& 


1340-40 A, 1458 a. 


1341-7, 1459-61, 1476-7. 


1339 A. 


1365. 


1384-7. 
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79 


80 


86 


87 


88 


& 


TABLE OF ORNAMENTS 

1393-4-5-6. 

1427. 

1434 F. 


81 ® • 1435b. 


82 


83 


84 


* 

& 

& 


1469-75, 1480 d-e. 


1482. 


1041a, 1042, 1480. 


85 CX3 1483c. 

SI 

t 

a 

< 

^ 64, 176. 


1032. 


173. 


175. 


419 


<SL 
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784, 875. 

995-6-7, 1031. 

628 b. 

628 c. 

68 . 

827. 1 

835 ( n .), 1112-13, 1244-44A, 1292, 1335 a, 1406-8, 1482. 

698 

1123. 

1315a. 

1483 f. 



1 No. 96. This m.m. also occurs on some specimens of Cat. No. 184 (R.B.\ 
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PHRASES AND TITLES FOUND ON THE COINS OF 
THE SULTANS OF DEHLI WITH THEIR ENGLISH 
EQUIVALENTS. 


LSjUJI y\ 
.>1 

• -/ • 
y\ 

yiiajl jil 

<^.5^ j l^*Al j <*JJl lj*Al 

t&* j*y i 

ur* 1 
«**kl — |**^ 

jjoc^l 

f LW 

uW> u*J« 

iii 

L5*^' 

J^UJl 

«*)jl A^Sfcj ^gEfc.1^11 JkAjJl 

LfjUJl 

aLa-flJl 


Father of victory. 

Father of the champion (of the faith). 

Father of the warrior (in the cause of religion). 
Father of laudable qualities. 

Father of the conqueror. 

A second Alexander. 

The Alexander of the age. 

I testify that. 

Obey Allah and obey the prophet and those in 
authority among you (Qur’an IV. G2). 

That is to say (see No. 484). 

Country (climate) — the eastern province. 

The supreme. 

The Imam or religious leader. 

The protector of the religion of the requiter of 
good and evil (Allah). 

Tm» legal dirham. 

Hoping (client) for the mercy of Allah the 
beneficent. 

The quarte? (piece). 

The fortunate, the testifier. 

Nobility (a name applied to a silver coin of 
Laknautl (No. 52 a). 

The just. 

The servant hoping for ti^ mercy of Allah. 

The champion (of the faith). 

Silver (coin). 


; 
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all Js. 

4)1 J-~- J 

JMJI 


<0J aJoxJI 5 fcUJt 


Xi ^Jl 
4)V) (Jjiyi 
41)1 yifl*.) 


yO^, Jjyi 

ju,ji jJbj tfjy* 

J^o^. (jp^ 
jjl4jjl 


er^ 


dL) Uss*-> U1 


ijjl 

(or JJ 4 II ^>) ^ 

cyji| 

sjlkLo j) 


S&> Al J- 

JO 


s£L ail M-:> 


&\* c^Mi* 
yjLjll »A^ 
^Ull or r ll*Jl J dl ^ 


Allah the perfect (sufficient) and the 
al-Mustakfi. 1 
Trusting in Allah. 

The warrior in the path of Allah. 


The great. 

The kingdom and the glory belong to Allah. 

The kingdom and the greatness belong to Allah. 
The strengthened. 

Confiding in Allah. 

Confiding in the assistance of Allah. 

Confiding in the assistance of the Merciful. 
Confiding in divine support. 

Confiding in divine support. 

Commander of the faithful. 

May Allah illumine his proof. 

Verily we have won for thee a manifest victory 
(Qur’an XLVIII. 1). 

By the decree of Allah. 

A prince of the commander of the faithful. 

The country of India is plural of oMi). 


Town. 

Capital (lit. throne-place). 

May Allah glorify .he shadows of his glory. 

My sufficiency is my lord. 

Capital (1^. ‘presence’—an honorific title). 

May Allah perpetuate his kingdom and his 
power. 

May his empire endure for ever. 

May his kingdom endure for ever. 

The Caliph of the age. 

Vicegerent (Caliph) of Allah in the world— or 
the two worlds. 


1 Al-Muatakfl nvans ‘one who seeks sufficiency^in Allah’. 

> xn the Quran the last two words arc U—^ The coin legend is grammatically 

incorrect. 
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(» »> 
JiUl ^ ^iJl (ji 

j ^^1 <ji 

*■*>. ( or -M c ) 

^v**JLxJl L_^j 

JJLuj tO^uo 


The abode of the Caliphate. 

The abode of the mint. 

The abode of the kingdom—capital. 

May his empire (or majesty) endure. 

The pass of (Dhar). 

Endowed with victory and munificent. 
Endowed with liberality and beneficence. 
Current in the time of the hopeful servant. 

Lord of the two worlds. 

The plain of Sind. 

The sword of the kingdom. 


Jib 

Jb 

j£- 

djjl jJuli* S-aS. 

dUI ^ (sic for 

J 


Shallfa—the Nagarl equivalent of siJl*.— 
Caliph. 

Munificent king of kings. 

The shadow of Allah. 

Supporter of the Commander of the faithful. 
His servant. 

The plain of Satgaon. 

The arm (helper) of the vicegerent of Allah. 
The help of Islam and the kingdom. 

In the year (lit. months). 


(or u Lj) 

s-*l$ 


In the time (of). 

The vault or arch of Islam. 
Fort. 


— jlT" is a term indicating quantity. Thus 
piece of two (jltals ); = 

a piece of six ; ^jlTa piece of eight; 
and =a piece of fifty. 

^ 4 ii y\ ^ There is no deity but Allah and Muhammad is 
the Apostle of Allah. 


LflJtJ 


If there were no Sultan verily the people would 
devour one another. 
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ls** 

) zy* z)y v* 

&' jii U U=UI gU»l ^ 


j~A */** 

^JU 

^0 j lP4^. ^y*) J-^ (jjJl jA 
af ^jJi { j^ i/c*A jX' 

sjIw ^ ^yA _j 
^iiJl ^1 ^ JLiJl 4)1 j 


4)l siA» 


APPENDIX D 

Reviver of tlie laws of the 4 seal of the 
(Muhammad). 

See p. 72. 

He who obeys the Sultan, truly he obeys the 
Merciful one (Allah). 

Helper of the Commander of the Faithful. 

Help of the Commander of the Faithful (fern.). 

Deputy. 

Nagarl equivalent of j~*\ 

He it is who hath sent his Apostle with guidance 
and the religion of truth to make it vic¬ 
torious over all religions. 

And may (Allah) exalt his rule and dignity. 

And Allah is the rich and ye are the poor 
(Qur’an XLVII. 40). 

Trustee of the Commander of the Faithful. 

The right hand of the Caliphate. 

The right hand of the Vicegerent of Allah 
(Caliph). 
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THE ABBASID KHALIFAS IN EGYPT 
FROM A.H. 659 TO A.H. 779 1 


A.H. 

Abu-l-Qasim Ahmad al-Mustansir ....... 659 

Abu-l-'Abbas Ahmad di-Hakim I ...... . 661 

Abu-Rabfa Sulaiman al-Mustakfi I . . . . . . . 701 

Abu-Ishaq Ibrahim al- Wasiq 1 ....... 740 

Abu-1-'Abbas Ahmad al-Hakim II . . . . . . 740 

Abu-l-Fath Abubakr al-M'utasid I .753 

Abu 'Abdallah Muhammad al-Mutawakkil 1 .763 


1 With acknowledgments to Colonel E. von Zambaur, Manuel de Oenealogie el de < hronologio 
pour I'histoire de VIslam, 1927. 
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COMPARATIVE TABLE OF THE YEARS OF THE HIJRA 
AND OF THE CHRISTIAN ERA 

FROM A.H. 589 TO A.H. 964 


A.H. 

A.D. 


589 

1193, 

Jan. 

7 

590 

1.193, 

Dec. 

27 

591 

ink, 

a 

16 

592 

1 195, 


6 

593 

1196, 

Nov. 

24 

594 

1197, 

99 

13 

595 

1198, 

99 

3 

596 

1199, 

Oct. 

23 

597 

1200, 


12 

598 

1201, 

a 

1 

599 

1202, 

Sept. 

20 

600 

1203, 

a 

10 

601 

1204, 

Aug. 

29 

602 

1205, 

it 

18 

603 

1206, 

H 

8 

604 

1207, 

July 

28 

605 

1208, 


16 

606 

1209, 

a 

6 

607 

1210, 

June 

25 

608 

1211, 

a 

15 

609 

1212, 

„ 

3 

610 

1213, 

May 

23 

611 

1214, 

9} 

13 

612 

1215, 

99 

2 

613 

1216, 

April 

20 

614 

1217, 

a 

10 

615 

1218, 

Mar. 

30 

616 

1219, 

11 

19 

617 

1220, 

a 

8 

618 

1221, 

Feb. 

25 

619 

1222, 

a 

15 

620 

1223, 

a 

4 

621 

1224, 

Jan. 

24 

622 

1225, 

a 

13 

623 

1226, 

a 

2 

624 

1226, 

Dec. 

22 

625 

1227, 

99 

12 

626 

1228, 

Nov. 

30 


A.H. 

A.D. 

627 

1229, Nov. 20 

628 

1230, „ 9 

629 

1231, Oct. 29 

630 

1232, „ 18 

631 

1233, „ 7 

632 

1234. Sept. 26 

633 

1235, „ 16 

634 

1236, „ 4 

635 

1237, Aug. 24 

636 

1238, „ 14 

637 

1239, „ 3 

638 

1240, July 23 

639 

1241. „ 12 

640 

1242, „ 1 

641 

1243, June 21 

642 

1244, „ 9 

643 

1245, May 29 

644 

1246, „ 19 

645 

1247, „ 8 

646 

1248, April 26 

647 

1249, „ 16 

648 

1250, ,, 5 

649 

1251, Mar. 26 

650 

1252, „ 14 

651 

1253, „ 3 

652 

1254, Feb. 21 

653 

1255, „ 10 

654 

1256,Jan. 30 

655 

1257, „ 19 

656 

1258. „ 8 

657 

1258, Dec. 29 

658 

1259," „ 18 

659 

1260, „ 6 

660 

1261, Nov. 26 

661 

1262, „ 15 

662 

1263, „ 4 

663 

1264, Oct. 24 

664 

1265, ,, 13 


A.H. 

A.D 


665 

1266, 

Oct. 2 

666 

1267, 

Sept. 22 

667 

1268, 

„ 10 

668 

1269, 

Aug. 31 

669 

1270, 

„ 20 

670 

1271, 

„ 9 

671 

1272, 

July 29 

672 

1273, 

„ 18 

673 

1274, 

„ 7 

674 

1275, 

June 27 

675 

1276, 

„ 15 

676 

1277, 

„ 4 

677 

1278, 

May 25 

678 

1279, 

„ 14 

679 

1280, 

„ 3 

680 

1281, 

April 22 

681 

1282, 

„ 11 

682 

1283, 

„ 1 

683 

1284, 

Mar. 20 

684 

1285, 

„ 9 

685 

1286, 

Feb. 27 

686 

1287, 

16 

687 

1288, 

„ 6 

688 

1289, 

Jan. 25 

689 

1290, 

„ 14 

690 

1291, 

„ 4 

691 

1291, 

Dec. 24 

692 

1292, 

„ 12 

693 

1293, 

„ 2 

694 

1294, 

Nov. 21 

695 

1295, 

„ io 

696 

1296, 

, Oct. 30 

697 

1297, 

. > 9 

698 

1298, 

, 9 

699 

1299. 

, Sept. 28 

700 

1300, 

, „ 16 

701 

1301, 

i 6 , 

702 

1302, 

, Aug. 26 
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704 

705 

706 

707 

708 

709 

710 

711 

712 

713 

714 

715 

716 

717 

718 

719 

720 

721 

722 

723 

724 

725 

726 

727 

728 

729 

730 

731 

732 

733 

734 

735 

736 

737 

738 

739 

740 

741 

742 

743 

744 

745 

746 

747 

748 

749 

750 

751 

752 

753 

754 

755 


A.D. 

"1303, Aug. 15 

1304, „ 4 

1305, July 24 

1306, „ 13 

1307, „ 3 

1308, June 21 

1309, „ 11 

1310, May 31 

1311, „ 20 

1312, „ 9 

1313, April 28 

1314, „ 17 

1315, „ 7 

1316, Mar. 26 

1317, „ 16 

1318, „ 5 

1319, Feb. 22 

1320, „ 12 

1321, Jan. 31 

1322, „ 20 
1323, „ 10 

1323, Dec. 30 

1324, „ 18 

1325, „ 8 

1326, Nov. 27 

1327, „ 17 

1328, „ 5 

1329, Oct. 25 

1330, „ 15 

1331, „ 4 

1332, Sept. 22 

1333, „ 12 

1334, „ 1 

1335, Aug. 21 

1336, „ 10 

1337, July 30 

1338, „ 20 

1339, „ 9 

1340, June 27 

1341, „ 17 

1342, ,, 6 

1343, May 26 

1344, „ 15 

1345, „ 4 

1346, April 24 

1347, „ 13 

1348, „ 1 

1349, Mar. 22 

1350, „ 11 

1351, Feb. 28 

1352, „ 18 

1353, „ 6 

1354, Jan. 26 


A.H. 

756 

757 

758 

759 

760 

761 

762 

763 

764 

765 

766 

767 

768 

769 

770 

771 

772 

773 

774 

775 

776 

777 

778 

779 

780 

781 

782 

783 

784 

785 

786 

787 

788 

789 

790 

791 

792 

793 

794 

795 

796 

797 

798 
709 
800 
801 
802 

803 

804 

805 

806 

807 

808 


A.D. 

1355, Jan. 16 

1356, „ 5 

1356, Dec. 25 

1357, „ 14 

1358, „ 3 

1359, Nov. 23 

1360, „ 11 

1361, Oct. 31 

1362, „ 21 
1363, „ 10 

1364, Sept. 28 

1365, „ 18 

1366, „ 7 

1367, Aug. 28 

1368, „ 16 

1369, „ 5 

1370, July 26 

1371, „ 15 

1372, „ 3 

1373, June 23 

1374, „ 12 

1375, „ 2 

1376, May 21 

1377, „ 10 

1378, April 30 

1379, „ 19 

1380, „ 7 

1381, Mar. 28 

1382, „ 17 

1383, „ 6 

1384, Feb. 24 

1385, „ 12 

1386, „ 2 

1387, Jan. 22 

1388, „ 11 

1388, Dec. 31 

1389, „ 20 

1390, „ 9 

1391, Nov. 29 

1392, „ 17 

1393, „ 6 

1394, Oct. 27 

1395, „ 16 

1396, „ 5 

1397, Sept. 24 

1398, „ 13 

1399, „ 3 

1400, Aug. 22 

1401, „ 11 

1402, „ 1 

1403, July 21 

1404, „ 10 

1405, June 29 


A.H. 

809 

810 
811 
812 

813 

814 

815 

816 

817 

818 

819 

820 
821 
822 
823 
821 

825 

826 

827 

828 

829 

830 

831 

832 

833 

834 

835 

836 

837 

838 

839 

840 

841 

842 

843 

844 

845 

846 

847 

848 

849 

850 

851 

852 

853 

854 

855 

856 

857 

858 

859 

860 
861 


A.D. 

1406, June 18 

1407, „ 8 

1408, May 27 

1409, „ 16 

1410, „ 6 

1411, April 25 

1412, „ 13 

1413, „ 3 

1414, Mar. 23 

1415, „ 13 

1416, „ 1 

1417, Feb. 18 

1418, „ 8 

1419, Jan. 28 

1420, „ 17 

1421, „ 6 

1421, Dec. 26 

1422, „ 15 

1423, „ 5 

1424, Nov. 23 

1425, „ 13 

1426, „ 2 

1427, Oct. 22 

1428, „ 11 

1129, Sept. 30 

1430, „ 19 

1431, „ 9 

1432, Aug. 28 

1433, „ 18 

1434, „ 7 

1435, July 27 

1436, „ 16 

1437, „ 5 

1438, June 24 

1439, „ 14 

1440, „ 2 

1441, May 22 

1442, „ 12 

1443, „ 1 

1444, April 20 

1445, „ 9 

1446, Mar. 29 

1447, „ 19 

1448, „ 7 

1449, Feb. 24 

1450, „ 14 

1451, „ 3 

1452, Jan. 23 

1453, „ 12 

1454, „ 1 

1454, Dec. 22 

1455, „ 11 

1456, Nov. 29 
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A.D. 

1457, Nov. 19 

1458, „ 8 


A.JT. 

897 

898 


864 

1459, 

Oct. 28 

899 

1493, 

865 

1460, 

„ 17 

900 

1494, 

866 

1461, 

„ 6 

901 

1495, 

867 

1462, 

Sept. 26 

902 

1496, 

868 

1463, 

„ 15 

903 

1497, 

869 

1464, 

„ 3 

904 

1498, 

870 

1465, 

Aug. 24 

905 

1499, 

871 

1466, 

„ 13 

906 

1500, 

872 

1467, 

„ 2 

907 

1501, 

873 

14 68, 

July 22 

908 

1502, 

874 

1469, 

„ 11 

909 

1503, 

875 

1470, 

June 30 

910 

1504, 

876 

1471, 

„ 20 

911 

1505, 

877 

1472. 

„ 8 

912 

1506, 

878 

1473, 

May 29 

913 

1507, 

879 

' 1474, 

„ 18 

914 

1508, 

880 

14*5. 

„ 7 

915 

1509, i 

881 

1476, April 26 

916 

1510, 

882 

1477, 

„ 15 

917 

1511, 

883 

1478, 

„ 4 

918 

1512, 

884 

1479, 

Mar. 25 

919 

1513, 

885 

1480, 

„ 13 

920 

1514, 

886 

1481, 

o 

> > u 

921 

1515, 

887 

1482, 

Feb. 20 

922 

1516, 

888 

1483, 

„ 9 

923 

1517, , 

889 

1484, 

Jan. 30 

924 

1518, 

890 

1485, 

„ 18 

925 

1519, 

891 

1486, 

7 

926 

1519 ,: 

892 

1486, 

Dec. 28 

927 

1520, 

893 

1487, 

„ 17 

928 

1521, 

894 

1488, 

>t 5 

929 

1522, 1 

895 

1489, Nov. 25 

930 

1523, 

896 

1490, 

„ 14 




A.D. 

1491, Nov. 4 
23 
12 

2 


19 

8 

y 28 
17 
7 

e 26 

14 

4 

f 24 
13 
2 

121 
10 
. 31 
19 

9 

. 26 

15 

5 

24 

13 

3 

23 

12 

1 

. 20 

10 


A.H. 

931 

932 

933 

934 

935 

936 

937 

938 

939 
910 

941 

942 

943 

944 

945 

946 

947 

948 

949 

950 

951 

952 

953 

954 

955 

956 

957 

958 

959 

960 

961 

962 

963 

964 


.§L 

1524, Oct. 29 

1525, „ 18 

1526, „ 8 

1527, Sept. 27 

1528, „ 15 

1529, „ 5 

1530, Aug. 25 

1531, „ 15 

1532, „ 3 

1533, July 23 

1534, „ 13 

1535, „ 2 

1536, June 20 

1537, „ 10 

1538, May 30 

1539, „ 19 

1540, „ 8 

1541, April 27 

1542, „ 17 

1543, „ 6 

1544, Mar. 25 

1545, „ 15 

1546, „ 4 

1547, Feb. 21 

1548, „ 11 

1549, Jan. 30 

1550, „ 20 

1551, „ 9 

1551, Dec. 29 

1552, „ 13 

1553, „ 7 

1554, Nov. 26 

1555, „ 16 

1556, ,, 4 
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GRAINS AND GRAMMES—a TABLE OF EQUIVALENTS 1 


Grains 

Grammes 

Grains 

Grammes 

1 

0-0648 

38 

2-4024 

2 

01296 

39 

2-5272 

3 

0-1944 

40 

2-5920 

4 

0-2592 

41 

2-6568 

5 

0-3240 

42 

2-7216 

6 

0-3888 

43 

2-7864 

7 

0-4536 

44 

2-8512 

8 

0-5184 

45 

2-9160 

9 

0-5832 

46 

2-9808 

10 

0-6480 

46-3 

3 

11 

0-7128 

47 

3-0456 

12 

0-7776 

48 

3-1103 

13 

0-8424 

49 

3-1751 

14 

0-9072 

50 

3-2399 

15 

0-9720 

51 

3-3047 

15-4 

1 

52 

3-3695 

16 

1-0368 

53 

3-4343 

17 

1-1016 

54 

3-4991 

18 

1-1664 

55 

3-5639 

19 

1-2312 

56 

3-6287 

20 

1-2960 

57 

3-6935 

21 

1-3608 

58 

3-7583 

22 

1-4256 

59 

3-8231 

23 

1-4904 

60 

3-8879 

24 

1-5552 

61 

3-9527 

25 

1-6200 

61-7 

4 

26 

1-6848 

62 

4-0175 

27 

1-7496 

63 

4-0823 

28 

1-8144 

64 

4-1471 

29 

1-8792 

65 

4-2119 

30 

1-9440 

66 

4-2767 

30-8 

2 

67 

4-3415 

31 

2-0088 

68 

4-4063 

32 

2-0736 

69 

4-471 1 

33 

2-1384 

70 

4-5359 

34 

2-2032 

71 

4-6007 

35 

2-2680 

72 

4-6655 

36 

2-3328 

73 

4-7303 

37 

2-3976 

74 

4-7951 


Grains 

Grammes 

Grains 

Grammes 

75 

4-8599 

169-7 

11 

76 

4-9247 

170 

11-0158 

77 

4-9895 

180 

11-6638 

77-1 

5 

185-2 

12 

78 

5-0543 

190 

12-3118 

79 

5-1191 

200 

12-9598 

80 

5-1839 

200-6 

13 

81 

5-2487 

210 

13-6078 

82 

5-3135 

216-1 

14 

83 

5-3783 

220 

14-2558 

84 

5-4431 

230 

14-9038 

85 

5-5079 

231-5 

15 

86 

5-5727 

240 

15-5517 

87 

5-6375 

246-9 

16 

88 

5-7023 

250 

16-1997 

89 

5-7671 

260 

16-8477 

90 

5-8319 

262-3 

17 

91 

5-8967 

270 

17-4957 

92 

5-9615 

277-8 

18 

92-6 

6 

280 

18-1437 

93 

6-0263 

290 

18-7917 

94 

6-0911 

293-2 

19 

95 

6-1559 

300 

19-4397 

96 

6-2207 

308-6 

20 

97 

6-2855 

310 

20-0877 

98 

6-3503 

320 

20-7357 

99 

6-4151 

324.1 

21 

100 

6-4799 

330 

21-3837 

108-1 

7 

339-5 

22 

110 

7-1279 

340 

22-0316 

120 

7-7759 

350 

22-6796 

123-4 

8 

360 

23-3276 

130 

8-4239 

370 

23-9756 

138-9 

9 

380 

24-6236 

140 

9-0719 

390 

25-2716 

150 

9-7198 

400 

25-9196 

154-3 

10 

450 

29-1595 

160 

. 10-3678 

500 

32-3996 


> 


lln J Extracted from the table compiled by the Keeper of Coins of the British Museum 
an< * published in 1920. 

















APPENDIX H 

GEOGRAPHICAL INDEX 

Abu, pp. 290, 314 (*.), 386, 387. 

Agrah, pp. 258, 260, 264, 265, 291, 326, 366-7, 371 («.), 383, 385-6, 388. 
Ajmer, p. 12. 

Alwar, pp. 59, 80, 291-2, 342, 386-7. 

Anwald, p. 11. 

Awadh. ? p. 293, 320, 343, 386, 388. 

Baddun , pp. 54, 79, 241-2, 343, 387-8. 

Bakkar. See Shergadh. 

Bandras , pp. 378, 389. 

Banian, pp. 34, 75. 

Bengal , pp. 16, 21, 67, 71, 76, 78, 155, 160, 382, 385. 

Bhanjmr, pp. 279, 385. 

Bidna , pp. 293-4, 327, 387. 

/Mar, pp. 70-1, 260, 382, 386. 

Chanderi, p. 262. 

Chaunsd , p. 386. 

Cliunar, pp. 266-7, 294-8, 327, 338, 343, 361 («.), 367, 371 (n.), 372, 384-5, 
387-8. 

Da/chan, pp. 105, 109, 163, 220, 397. 

Daru-l-Islam, pp. 89, 90-1, 97-8, 106, 111, 113, 117, 121, 126, 129, 140-1, 
145, 157, 160, 163. 

Ddru-l- Kh ildfat , pp. 96, 98, 102, 108. 

Ddru-l-mulk , pp. 98, 108, 119, 120, 133, 145, 182-3, 185-6, 191, 194, 199, 
200, 202, 206, 208-9, 212-17, 221, 230, 232-3, 235-6, 238, 247-8, 259. 
Daulatabdd, pp, 106, 119, 122, 126 (w.), 141, 144—7, 157, 159, 166-9, 396. 
Deogir , pp. 89, 90—1, 97—8, 106, 111, 113, 119, 128, 156—7, 159, 167. 

Dhdr (or Dakar), pp. 141-2, 157, 167. 

Egypt, pp. 3 61 (dirham of), 165. 

Fakhrabad, pp. 62, 80. 

Fathdbdd, pp. 275-6, 333-4, 385, 387. 

Qauhati, pp. 70, 77. 

Oaur, pp. 15, 70, 385. 


Ml MSTfy 



Gwaliar, pp. 257, 278-9, 309-11, 336-7, 351, 369, 373-4, 383, 385, 387. 
Hazrat Rasulpiir. See Patna. 

Missdr, pp. 299, 300, 384, 387. 

Iqlimu-sh-skarq , pp. 186, 222. 

Jahanpanah, pp. 281-3, 338, 385. 

Jaunpur, pp. 248-9, 260, 372, 388. 

JhusT, pp. 366-7, 388. 

Kabul, p. 95. 

Kalpi, pp. 276-8, 305-9, 334-5, 350-1, 360 (n.), 368, 373, 383, 385-7. 
Kangra , p. 186. 

Kuraman , pp. 13, 14, 68-9. 

Kurram valley , p. 398. 

Labor, pp. 33, 68, 75 (n.), 241, 379, 389. 

Lakhnau , pp. 311-12, 387. 

Lakhnautl (or Laknautl), pp. 20, 41, 55, 59, 78-80, 118, 127-8, 142, 155, 157, 
159, 160. 

Ma'bar, pp. 116, 157, 160. 

Madura, pp. 137 (■ n .), 139 (n.). 

Mahoba, p. 67. 

Mahmudpur, p. 75 (i n .). 

Malot, pp. 279, 312-13, 352, 385, 387. 

Meerut , p. 224. 

Nagarkot, p. 226. 

Xarnol, pp. 313-14, 337, 352-3, 369, 371 (n.), 384, 387. 

Narwar, pp. 26 (n.), 68, 74, 76. 

N au, p p . 314, 387. 

Panduah, pp. 265-6, 385, 387. 
p atna, pp. 187, 222, 280, 385. 

Qanauj, pp. 67, 72, 345-50, 386-9. 

Qutbabad, pp. 96-8, 108-9, 116, 126, 155. 

Raise?i, pp. 328, 343, 387, 388. 

Ranthambhor , pp. 74, 267, 385-7. 

Ruhtas, p. 384. 

Santana, p. 227. 

S ambhal f pp. 301, 344, 387-8. 

8 arhind, p. 241. 

S «tgaon, pp. 118, 120, 127, 142, 157, 159, 160, 268, 328-9, 385. 
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Shari fab ad, pp. 268-9, 329-30, 385. 

Shergadh (Bakkar ), pp. 273, 326, 331-2, 368. 385, 388. 
Shergarh , pp. 263, 269—73, 302-4, 330-1, 385-6. 
Shergarh (Dehli ), pp. 274, 301-5, 333, 387. 

Shergarh ( Qanaaj ), pp. 345-50, 386-9. 
iS/ iid ( Sahat-i ), pp. 180, 218. 

Sultanpur, pp. 59, 62, 80, 118, 120, 142, 155, 157, 159. 
Smidrg&on, pp. 125, 127, 130, 160. 

Tdnda , pp. 280, 385. 

Tardorl , p. 67. 

2*ihing (Tdingcina), pp. 112-13, 116, 126, 155, 157. 
Tirhut , pp. 117, 140, 157, 159. 

TugAluqpur, pp. 117, 140, 157. 

Ujjain, pp. 11, 264, 385, 387. 

Warangal , pp. 155, 159. 
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